JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL INSTITUTE OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 


THIRD SERIES 
JANUARY 1937 





CONTENTS FOR 23 JANUARY 


ROCKINGHAM, NEAR Boye, Co. Roscommon, IRELAND. John Nash 


259 


JOURNAL 


EXHIBITION OF BritrisH ARCHITECTURE, 1900-1936, RoyAL ACADEMY or Arts. Professor L. B. Budden | F.} 261 


Sir Joun SoAneE, 1753-1837. A. T. Bolton (F. 


Tue Comer Horer, Hatrierp, Herrrorpsuire. E. B. Musman, B.A. [F.] 


PROGRAMME OF EXHIBITIONS ORGANISED BY THE EXHIBITION SUB-COMMITTEE FOR 1937 
REINFORCED Brickwork. L. W. Burridge 
STANDARDs IN Hou:E BUILDING. NATIONAL Hovuse-BuILDERS’ REGISTRATION CoUNCI 


Book Reviews : 
Art EpucaATION IN LONDON : 
Mopern THEATRE Desicn. J. R. L. 


REVIEW OF PERIODICALS .. Ly 

ACCESSIONS TO THE LipRARY.—III (Concluded 

An INVITATION FROM GERMANY 

CORRESPONDENCE : 
MoperN Art AND ARCHITECTURE. C. H. Lay [F-] 
WALTER MiLtarp. R. W. Sampson [L.] o es 
An AppEAL FoR LoutnH Spire. S. Phillips Dales [F.] 

Nores 


OBITUARIES : 
H. D. Seartes-Woop [F.] 
P. M. Jounston [F.] 
lr. H. Licgusopy [L.] 
lr. H. Nunn [Z.] 


MeMBERSHIP Lists 

NOTICES 

COMPETITIONS 

MeMBErsS’ COLUMN 

Minutes IV 

ARCHITECTS’ AND SURVEYORS’ APPROVED SOCIETY 


ARCHITECTS’ BENEVOLENT SOCIETY 





ROcKINGHAM, 











near Boyle, Co. Roscommon, Ireland, by John Nash. Probably drawn by G. S. Repton. 
A drawing lent to the Royal Academy by Mr. John Summerson [.4.] 


aPeAET 


26 


ier? 


hav 
of t] 


I 
org. 
coll 
ther 
pro! 
an 

pres 





JOURNAL OF THE 


ROYAL INSTITUTE of BRITISH ARCHITECTS 





———_ 


VOL. 44. 3RD SERIES 


23 JANUARY 1937 





Journal 


Sr Raymond UNwin NOMINATED FOR THE ROYAL 


Gotp MEDAL 1937 


On the unanimous resolution of Council, the name of 
Sir Raymond Unwin, Past President, has been sub- 
mitted to his Majesty the King as a suitable recipient 


of the Royal Gold Medal 1937. 


R.LB.A. EXHIBITIONS 


On page 284 is a list of the R.I.B.A. Exhibitions 
which are to be held at various centres in the British 
Isles during 1937, and some notes on the Institute’s 
exhibition policy. ‘There is every reason for the 
Exhibition Sub-Committee to claim that the results 
of their work have proved satisfactory so far. Thirty- 
five showings of eight different exhibitions in centres 
throughout the British Isles and in Paris is a serious 
and effective contribution to the general work of the 
R.I.B.A. in the fulfilment of its duty to inform the 
public about architecture and architects. Ideally 
there seems to be no limit to the work. It is evident 
from the Sub-Committee’s experience that if rightly 
approached the public appreciate architectural ex- 
hibitions ; but the exhibitions must be planned care- 
fully and must generally have some external topical 
appeal, they must also have their due measure of 
support from the local architects, not only in the 
preliminary organisation and publicity, in which not 
everybody can perhaps join, but also in the invaluable 
practical visible support of their presence at the shows 
when they are opened. The only limitation to expan- 
sion of the exhibition scheme is finance. At present 
the Sub-Committee cannot undertake more than they 
have on hand, which more than fully occupies the time 
of the committeemen and the small permanent staff. 


The Sub-Committee intends as soon as possible to 
organise the permanent collection as an open reference 
collection for members of the Institute. At present 
there is neither space nor money to do this, and it would 
probably require practically the full time service of 
an extra assistant. Also so many exhibitions are at 
present on tour that the permanent collection is too 


widely distributed to make the organisation possible ; 
nevertheless this also will come in time and will add 
another to the benefits which the profession has derived 
from the work of the committee. 


PRIZES AND STUDENTSHIPS 

As usual, the criticism of the students’ prize drawings, 
the deed of award, and the other matters connected 
with the Institute prizes will not be published in the 
JourNAL until after the Address to Students, which 
Mr. Darcy Braddell is to give on 25 January. The 
Journat of 6 February will be a special schools number, 
one which should be of particular value to students 
entering for prizes in future years, since it will contain 
reproductions of representative drawings from all the 
prize-winning schemes and all the accumulated com- 
ment and advice of the two students’ nights at the 
R.I.B.A., the Criticism and the Address. In previous 
years it has been suggested that the heads of schools 
might encourage their students to purchase copies of 
this special Schools Number of the JoURNAL to give 
them an idea of what is expected from entrants for 
R.I.B.A. prizes. If there are any headmasters who 
think that they can dispose of copies among their students 
at the normal price per copy of 1s. 6d., they are asked to 
send an order to the Institute, who will send them to the 
school on a sale or return basis. Any headmaster 
who is able to give a certain order for a dozen or more 
copies will get them at a 25 per cent. 1eduction. 


THe NATIONAL HousE-BuILDERS’ REGISTRATION 
CounNcIL 

The inauguration of this new Council last week sets 
in motion a machine in the construction of which the 
R.I.B.A. has been co-operating for the past two years. 
It is a serious effort (blessed by the Ministry of Health 
on the part of builders to eliminate the curse of jerry- 
building in houses built for sale. ‘The Council is an 
autonomous body, representative of the building 
industry in its widest sense. Its functions are to 
certify the quality of houses according to a standard 








260 JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL 
specification and to register builders who in turn under- 
take to abide by the specification and to guarantee the 
purchasers of the houses they build that this has been 
done. The method of certification is not analagous to 
that commonly obtaining with machinery, such as 
motor-cars. ‘The builder does not undertake to make 
good all defects over a period of time ; but he does 
guarantee that the house has been built according to a 
fairly stringent specification covering materials and 
construction, and he undertakes to make good defects 
where it can be proved that this has not been done. 
Moreover, the house purchaser will have as valuable 
allies the Council and its inspectors. ‘The strength of 
the scheme lies in the fact that possession of a certificate 
for a house will be so valuable an aid in selling it that 
builders will be forced to obtain them. Full details 
of the scheme will be found elsewhere in this JOURNAL. 


Surplus Books FROM THE LIBRARY 

In the autumn a notice was put in these columns 
offering a number of surplus books from the library to 
Allied Societies. As a result of the notice, applications 
were received from fourteen societies, three recognised 
schools, two municipal art schools and three bodies not 
directly connected with the Institute or primarily 
concerned with architecture. Faced with such a 
response to their offer, the Literature Committee had 
to decide that the distribution should be confined to the 
Allied Societies and to the three recognised schools. 
In all, about three hundred and fifty books have been 
distributed already, and a second list of about 58 books, 
some of which were given to the library for distribution 
since the issue of the first list, has also been circulated. 

The Institute’s chief objective in making these 
distributions is to reinforce the local libraries so that 
they can be of real use to local architects and students. 
It is a perfectly justifiable complaint of provincial 
members that they cannot obtain the same advantages 
from the library as those who live near enough to 
London to call at the library or make enquiries on the 
telephone. ‘There is only one way this can be overcome : 
by getting more and better provincial libraries. There 
may not be many ways in which the R.I.B.A. itself can 
help, except by these book distributions, but the 
librarian is always willing to give advice about the best 
books to purchase and methods of arranging and 
classifying books. ‘The number of enquiries that are 
received by the R.1.B.A. librarian from Allied Society 
secretaries and librarians on such subjects as book 
and periodical purchase and classification and arrange- 
ment of small libraries, is a sign that more Allied 
Societies are taking their libraries seriously. To run 
an efficient library takes room, time and money and 


it is not every society that can provide all three. Unless 
there is a proper central place to house the books so 
that 


they can be seen easily and unless there is one 
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member at least who can give time to run ing the 


library, baif the possibilities of a library are wasted 


PERIODICALS IN ALLIED SocreTy LIBRARIES 

Also it is no use whatever having any number oj 
dusty old books even if they are grand and beautify 
A society that wants its library to be useful must spend 
money on book purchase and on periodica It js 
well worth getting four or five foreign journals such as 
are not likely to be taken by individual members, A 
library with 7’ Architecture d’ Awjourd’ hui, one of the Amer- 
can papers, such as the Architectural Forum, Record o 
Architect and Architecture, and one of the Germaz papers, 
Baumeister, Bauformen, Bauwelt or Baukunst, would have 
enough in its library to keep all its members reasonalh 
well acquainted with world-wide modern architecture. 
The Review of Periodicals in each number of the 
JouRNAL would become much more useful, and s 
would the innumerable bibliographies that are issued 
by the library in response to requests for information. 
We know how disappointed members in the country 
can be when they get from the library, as a reply to 
some enquiry, the statement that the only books on the 
subject are out of date, but that there are several good 
articles in periodicals. Those who use the libran 
frequently must know how often an answer to this 
effect is the only one that can honestly be given ; but it 
is small comfort to a member to be given half a dozen 
references to American or Continental journals when 
no copies can be found within a hundred miles of his 
home. Any society that supplies its reading rooms with 
a good selecticn of foreign periodicals, to supplement the 
English journals which members may be expected to 
receive in their own offices, will be doing its members 
a useful service and, incidentally, attracting people to the 
society’s rooms. ‘The annual cost of buying /’ Architectur 
d’ Aujourd’ hui, one American and one German pape! 
would be just about £5. Even if the societies cannot 
manage this, we suggest that it might be worth while 
for groups of members with offices near to each othe: 
to subscribe jointly. 


JouRNAL DRAUGHTSMAN Post VACANT 

A post is vacant on the R.I.B.A. JouRNAL staff for ; 
draughtsman. Mr. H. H. Castle [A.], who has been 
draughtsman during the past year, and who, incidentally, 
was a Bossom Silver Medallist in the recent compet- 
tions, has been appointed to the staff of the Housing 
Director, Manchester. The draughtsman, who 3 
wanted almost immediately, is not expected to have 
had experience in the particular work of preparing 
drawings for reproduction, but any such experience 1s 
valuable. The job is an interesting one, bringing 1t 
holder into contact with all types of architectural work 
and methods of draughtsmanship ; and it gives ex 
perience which is certain to prove valuable later. 
Applications should be sent to the Editor at the Institute. 
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Study for the first section, by Charles Holden [F.] 


EXHIBITION OF BRITISH ARCHITECTURE, 
1900-1936, ROYAL ACADEMY OF ARTS 


11 JANUARY—6 MarcH 1937 


Professor LIONEL B. BUDDEN |[F.}| 


As this is the first occasion on which the Royal 
Academy has devoted the whole of its public galleries 
to an exhibition of architecture, the event is, on that 
ground alone, important. It is rendered still more so 
by the fact that in the preface to the catalogue of the 
exhibition the Academy is committed to the proposition 
that architecture is “the greatest of all the arts of 
design.” ‘That declaration, coming from such a source, 
is one which we must all welcome. 

The Committee which has undertaken the organisa- 
tion and arrangement of the exhibition under the 
chairmanship of Sir William Llewellyn, P.R.A., has 
consisted of Sir Reginald Blomfield, R.A., acting as 
Vice-Chairman, Sir Guy Dawber, R.A., Mr. E. Vincent 
Parris, A.R.A., Sir Edwin L. Lutyens, R.A., Professor 
A. E. Richardson, A.R.A., Sir Giles G. Scott, R.A., 
Mr. H. C. Bradshaw, Mr. C. H. James and Mr. T. S. 
Tait, with Mr. Arthur T. Bolton and Mr. Edward J. 
Carter specifically in charge of a Retrospective Section. 

According to the preface already quoted, the ex- 
hibition for which this committee has assumed respon- 
sibuity has been held with two primary objects in 
view : tof{present a broad conspectus of British archi- 
tecture as it has been practised during the last thirty-six 
years and to reveal! the element of personality inherent 
in all individual architectural work. A third and 
definitely subsidiary aim has been to assemble in a 





Retrospective Section a small group of examples of 
historical work ranging from the beginning of the seven 
teenth to the end of the nineteenth century, so that 
contemporary architecture may be seen in relation to the 
developments which preceded it. 

The first and last of these intentions may be expected 
to command a greater measure of approval than the 
second. It may fairly be argued that the period reviewed 
in the greater part of the exhibition possesses charac- 
teristics that give it a special interest. It has been a 
phase of transition socially and architecturally : it has 
seen the opulent and apparently stable world that 
existed before the war succeeded by conditions of 
economic stringency and of general insecurity: the 
patronage of architecture has passed from wealthy 
individuals to the state, to municipal and loca! authori- 
ties and to a host of corporate organisations of one sort 
or another : the community has, in effect, directly or 
indirectly, become the grand commissioner of archi- 
tecture. Changes of equally far-reaching consequence 
have during this time been taking place in the evolution 
of architecture itself, not only in the programmes 
with which it has been concerned and in the structural 
resources which have become available, but in the whole 
approach of architects to the problems they have been 
called upon to solve. The results have become suffi- 
ciently evident in every field of practice for the present 
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to afford an opportunity of observing the processes 
that have been in operation and to appraise the value 
of the tendencies that are revealed. Upon that point 
many architects may be assumed to agree, as all will 
upon the desirability of including in a separate category 
carefully selected examples of historical work, valuable 
in themselves and interesting for purposes of comparative 
reference. 

What is less likely to be accepted without question 
is the stress laid upon the personal element in archi- 
tecture. There will be not a few who think that, as a 
matter both of principle and of expediency, other 
aspects of architecture might in connection with a 
public exhibition be more profitably emphasised. To 
those who are of that mind, architecture has more 
serious things to do than to act as the vehicle or medium 
of the personality of any architect, however distin- 
guished : it has to meet needs and to give expression 
to conceptions that transcend personality. ‘The general 
public may well be excused for considering architectural 
works as somewhat expensive luxuries if they are urged 
to regard them as projections of personality. Indeed, 
it is arguable that it is precisely the claim that archi- 
tecture should be appreciated as pre-eminently a 
personal art that has been one of the factors responsible 
for the loss of so much architectural territory in the 
past. To press that claim again to-day, with all its 
implications of egotism and extravagance—whether 
justly founded or not--would seem unnecessary and 
unwise. ‘The personality of the architect is in a variety 
of ways normally impressed upon his work, and, in the 
present exhibition, is abundantly evident in innumerable 
instances. That being so, it may with diffidence be 
suggested that its existence might be taken for granted 
and that it might 
itself. 

As to how far the exhibition has or has not succeeded 
in accomplishing its principal object—that is, the presen- 
tation of a comprehensive review of the work of the first 
thirty-six years of the present century—there should 
be no great difference of opinion. Inevitably the great 
majority of the exhibits relate to a phase of architectural 
development which is past or passing. The architects 
whose works preponderate in the exhibition, and in a 
sense dominate it, are those whose reputations are 
associated with the perpetuation of the external forms 
of previous ages : and their contributions are supported 
by a considerable body of work by less well-known 


authors which is characterised by similar qualities of 


period taste and scholarship. If the exhibition were at 
all faithfully to reflect the phase it is intended to cover, 
the claims of such architecture to a predominating place 
in the galleries must be granted. For the rest, the 
Committee has been open-minded in the selection 
it has made of work for which some of its members can 
have had very little sympathy. ‘There is, in fact, good 
reason for believing that work of this kind would have 
been more largely in evidence than it is—and its 
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representation, though subordinate, is by no means 
inconsiderable in amount or variety—had there been g 
better response to the invitations that were issued 
It may safely be assumed that if any of the more djs. 
tinguished practitioners of contemporary architecture 
are either inadequately represented or are not repre. 
sented at all, the fault should not be attributed to the 
Academy, which has interpreted its functions on this 
occasion in a genuinely catholic spirit. The exhibition 
would no doubt have gained if a longer period of 
preparation could have been allowed for it. Time 
would then have been given for many works to have 
been better illustrated than they are, and opportunities 
would also have been afforded for overcoming reluctance 
and indifference. Redundancies of subject could also 
have been avoided, as well as the excessive representation 
of individual architects. But, taking the exhibition 
as it is, it unquestionably does succeed in accomplishing 
what it sets out to do: it gives a cross-section through 
British architecture of the last thirty-six vears and 
reveals the constituents of the aggregate in approxi- 
mately their actual proportions. 

A number of alternative schemes of arrangement 
were theoretically possible for such an exhibition. It 
might have been planned to show the various schools of 
thought or tendencies that have found expression during 
that period. The difficulties inherent in this policy, 
the arbitrary classifications and invidious terminology 
almost necessarily involved, doubtless caused it to be 
dismissed by the Committee, if indeed the idea of 
adopting it were ever seriously entertained. Again, 
the material to be presented might have been grouped 
according to subject and ranged in chronological order 
In this way the developments which have occurred in 
the programmes and design of schools, hospitals, 
communal dwellings and so on would have been 
demonstrated explicitly. The notion is unquestionably 
attractive, but to carry it into effect at all adequately 
would have been an immense task, and would have 
required far more space than is afforded by the public 
galleries of the Academy. A third and _ practicable 
alternative was to arrange the work submitted in broad 
categories, ecclesiastical, monumental, civil, commercial 
and domestic. This is the method which the Com- 
mittee has followed. So elementary a_ classification 
is not wholly satisfactory, since it belongs properly toa 
simpler civilisation than our own; it does not, for 
example, specifically provide for the architecture 0 
industry or of transport; these must find their place 
under civil or commercial buildings: whilst the 
boundaries between monumental, civil and commercial 
are themselves uncertain. But whatever its defects, the 
arrangement is workable, and through its  instru- 
mentality a comprehensive, if somewhat contusing, 
picture of early twentieth century architecture 
presented. 

Before referring to any of the exhibits individually, 
a word may be said about their character generally, 
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and a word also about the way in which they are 
displayed in the galleries. cee 

It had been intended that the exhibition should 
consist chiefly of geometrical drawings so that the facts 
of each structure might be shown plainly and un- 
equivocally : and exhibitors were required to include in 
the work they submitted at least one autograph drawing. 
[he latter might be no more than a thumb-nail sketch 
or study, but it had to be authentic personal work. 
Perspectives and photographs were to be regarded only 
as supplementary to the geometrical drawings. ‘That 
intention has obviously not been realised to the extent 
desired. ‘The relationship prescribed between geo- 
metrical and perspective illustrations has in many 
instances been ignored, so that there is an undue 
amount of pictorial representation to be seen on the 
walls. This is very probably to be attributed to the 
fact that the only records many architects possessed of 
their works were in the form of working drawings and 
occasional perspectives. The former, whilst geometrical, 
were too technical in character for the occasion, and in 
a busy office there might not be time to have the 
appropriate kind of drawings specially prepared. In 
these circumstances perspectives, alone or accompanied 
by a minimum of diagrammatic exhibits, were sent in. 
On the other hand, the condition concerning autograph 
drawings appears to have been satisfactorily observed, 
and some very interesting individual work is to be seen 
as a result. 

The question of the scale of exhibits proper for an 
exhibition of this kind presents almost insuperable 
difficulties. Drawings and models of a certain size 
which look right in one setting look wrong in another, 
and the exigencies of arrangement may not permit 
exhibits to be placed in the environment that would 
otherwise be chosen for them. Admitting this, it must 
be said that some exhibitors have submitted illustrations, 
occasionally of important commissions, which would 
appear minute if they were to be hung in a closet. 
Offered for display in the smallest of the galleries of the 
Royal Academy, they are altogether inadequate. 

Anyone who has been concerned in the arrangement 
of architectural exhibitions in which the exhibits are 
fairly consistent in type and dimensions knows how 
awkward and unaccommodating the material can prove 
to be. In the present instance, the content of the 
exhibition comprises geometrical drawings, some exe- 
cuted in line only and some rendered, preliminary 
sketch studies and finished perspectives, photographs 
and models, all varying greatly in shape and size. 
The free disposal of this material has been restricted 
throughout by the necessity of keeping together those 
things—often totally dissimilar in character—which 
reler to the same work. The Committee therefore 
have had to carry through a task that must have been 
exceptionally laborious and exceptionally difficult. 
Errors of judgment may be thought to have been com- 
mitted here and there—opinions on such points are, 
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in any case, very much subjective affairs—but in 
general the Committee must be held to have given 
some measure of order to a very heterogeneous body 
of material. A top line for all wall exhibits has been 
maintained round every gallery at a height of approxi- 
mately 8 ft. from the floor ; below that line the majority 
of the drawings are ranged two deep. Overcrowding 
is thus avoided, and the display on each wall can be 
appreciated without the physical strain that a more 
vertical and irregular disposition would have produced. 

The Retrospective Section provides a convenient 
point from which to start on a critical perambulation of 
the galleries. This section occupies both of the two 
South Rooms and part of Gallery II, the chronological 
sequence beginning in the small South Room with 
John Thorpe’s Woolaton and Longford Castle drawings 
and ending in Gallery II with nineteenth century 
examples of ecclesiastical architecture. One can con- 
fidently predict that it is the single aspect of the ex- 
hibition that will commend itself to every school of 
architectural thought to-day. It comprises a variety 
of beautiful drawings, in ink and pencil, some lightly 
tinted, others fully rendered, which most satisfactorily 
achieve their modest aim of supplying, in the words 
of the prefatory note in the catalogue, “ not a standard 
of excellence or a complete survey of former periods, 
but an interesting historical background to the work of 
the present century.”” ‘The seventeenth century masters, 
the English Palladians, the architects of the late eigh- 
teenth century and of the early Regency periods, are 
represent, in the smaller of the two South Rooms, by 
illustrations of exceptional interest and quality. A 
series of drawings by Gandon relating to his designs for 
the Four Courts, Parliament House and Custom House, 
Dublin, make a particularly fine group on the west wall. 
The large South Room contains a great model of 
Bentley’s Westminster Cathedral, as well as contem- 
porary models of Henry Flitcroft’s Church of St. Giles- 
in-the-Fields and Hawksmoor’s design for Easton 
Neston. Amongst the wealth of significant drawings 
displayed here—the range of authorship comprises, 
amongst many others, Smirke, Wilkins, Barry, Elmes, 
Cockerell, Hardwick, Street, Burges, Gilbert Scott, 
Norman Shaw, Philip Webb and C. R. Mackintosh— 
two may be specially mentioned: a Turneresque 
perspective of James Wyatt’s design for Fonthill Abbey 
and an exquisite pictorial elevation of a house, Rocking- 
ham, in Ireland, designed by John Nash, and probably 
drawn by G. S. Repton. These two works, privately 
owned (the first has been lent by Mr. Roger Senhouse 
and the second by Mr. John Summerson) must be 
little known ; their public exhibition is all the more 
to be welcomed on that account. 

The west end of Gallery II, which comes within the 
portion of the exhibition allocated to retrospective 
exhibits, is dominated by the immense constructional 
isometric of St. Paul’s Cathedral, drawn by Mr. Brook- 
Greaves and Mr. Godfrey Allen. This, placed in the 
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centre of the west wall of the gallery, is flanked on the 
return walls by Mr. Cecil Brown’s measured drawings 
of the longitudinal section and plan of St. Paul’s. 
Between these three leviathans are assembled various 
ecclesiastical designs by Pugin, Brodrick, Bodley. J. L. 


Pearson, Butterfield and their contemporaries, ail of 


them interesting, not the least so being a drawing 
belonging to a Gothic scheme for the second Liverpool 
Cathedral competition by C. R. Mackintosh. 

To come now to the work of our own century, the 
work, that is, which the exhibition has been organised 
to show. The whole of Galleries I and II, except the 
portion of the latter already described, is reserved for 
cathedrals and churches. They are an _ eclectic 
collection. Almost every kind of stylistic convention 
that has existed in Europe since the Early Christian 
period seems to be represented. Byzantine, Roman- 
esque, Gothic and Renaissance, in all their variants 
and combinations, are to be seen, sometimes handled 
with knowledge and _ skill, sometimes less happily 
exploited. Amongst the exhibits that repay special 
attention in Gallery I are an elevational drawing of the 
great tower of Sir Giles Scott’s Liverpool Cathedral, 
illustrations of the Church of Humanity, Liverpool, 
by Mr. W. H. Ansell, a series of churches in Ireland by 
Professor R. M. Butler, Mr. Arthur G. Shoosmith’s 
Garrison Church, Delhi, and the Church of St. Francis, 
Terriers, High Wycombe, by Sir Giles Scott. In 
Gallery II, whilst a faithful adherence to tried pre- 
scriptions is generally to be observed again, there are 
some notable exceptions, the chief being Mr. F. X. 
Velarde’s Church of St. Monica, Booile, the design of 
which is distinguished by real delicacy of feeling and 
is shown in drawings and photographs of equal excel- 
lence, Mr. B. A. Miller’s bold and interesting Churches 
of St. Columba, Anfield and St. Christopher, Will- 
ington, and Mr. Edward Maute’s Church of St. Thomas- 


the-Apostle, Hanwell. This last work is illustrated 
only by a modest exterior perspective and an interior 
photograph of the east end; they are, however, 


sufficient to make one wish that more of the author’s 
contributions to contemporary ecclesiastical architecture 
could have been included in this section. 

In Gallery III and in the octagonal Central Court 
the monumental aspect of the exhibition may be said 
to culminate. The western end of the gallery is devoted 
to Memorials, chiefly to those commemorating the 


Great War, and the remaining walls to examples of 


civil architecture, comprising government buildings, 
town halls, municipal offices, museums, libraries and 
hospitals. Whilst works of monumental appearance 
are to be found distributed elsewhere, the greatest 
concentration of what may be termed heavy artillery 
is to be found in this room and in the Central Court. 
As the largest of the series occupied by the exhibition, 
Gallery III offers certain opportunities in layout and 
general treatment. Advantage of these opportunities 
has been taken in the scheme which the Committee 
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has adopted. The long north and south wails of the 
Gallery are divided into bays by the projection of low 
screen partitions, three on either side. On the stepped 
end of each partition stands the bust of an architect 
of established historical reputation. Chambers, and 
James Wyatt, Wren and Inigo Jones, Smirke and Nash 
thus confront each other across the ‘ nave’ of the 
gallery. Round the walls above the top line of exhibits 
are ranged eleven portraits of architects : on the west wall 
Robert Adam, Chambers and Wren, painted respectively 
by Zoffany, Reynolds and Kneller; on the north, Sir 
Reginald Blomfield, John Belcher and Sir George Gilbert 
Scott ; on the east, Alfred Waterhouse and Sir Aston 
Webb ; and on the south Norman Shaw, F. C. Penrose 
and C. R. Cockerell. The contrast between the 
distinguished portrayal of the trinity who preside over 
the memorials at the western end of the gallery and the 
mediocre presentation of most of their successors rather 
prejudices an effect which it was no doubt hoped would 
be impressive. But for that result to have been obtained 
it would have been necessary for all the subjects as well 
as the artists to have been worthy of the positions 
assigned to them. 

The setting is one that calls for a number of exhibits 
of large size, and in the lateral bays it has generally 
received them. Sir Reginald Blomfield’s Quadrant, 
Piccadilly, his Lambeth Bridge, and his scheme for the 
Headrow, Leeds, Mr. P. D. Hepworth’s Wiltshire 
County Offices, Sir Edwin Lutyens’s Government 
Buildings, New Delhi, Mr. Vincent Harris’s civic 
buildings in Taunton, Sheffield, Leeds and Cardiff, 
Sir Herbert Baker’s India House, these and _ other 
works are represented by illustrations sufficiently large 
to maintain the scale required in this interior ; they 
are also well placed for the purpose, unifying the 
composition of smaller exhibits grouped about them. 
The arrangement of the memorial section on the west 
wall, however, suffers badly from a lack of emphasis 
at its centre. About this point a number of drawings 
of Sir Reginald Blomfield’s Menin Gate are arranged. 
Characteristic though they are, they are none of them 
large enough to hold the position to which their subject 
entitles them. <A sense of anti-climax is produced by 
the lack of anything sufficiently big and powerful in 


presentation to terminate effectively the main vista ol 


the galleries at this end. The same criticism may be 
made of the scale of the model of Sir Edwin Lutyens’s 
Whitehall Cenotaph ; this, too, placed on the major 
axis of the gallery, is dwarfed by its surroundings. 
Amongst the monuments exhibited are some of the 
best that were carried our for the Imperial War Graves 
Commission in France, such as Mr. H. C. Bradshaw's 
Memorial to the Missing, Ploegsteert Wood, which is 
admirably illustrated by the right kind of geometrical 
drawings. Other works in Gallery III to which special 


. : Sy pagan 
reference may be made are two perspectives by Rickaras, 


one of the Central Hall, Westminster, the other ol 
Cardiff Town Hall, Mr. Edward Maufe’s London 
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Hospital Students’ Hostel, Sir John Burnet, Tait and 
Lorne’s Infectious Diseases Hospital, Paisley, Mr. 
Lidbetter’s Friends House, Euston Road, Professor 
Richardson’s and Mr. C. L. Gill’s beautifully drawn 


Jockey Club, Newmarket, and Royal Pavilion, Ascot, 


Mr. Cowles-Voysey’s Municipal Clinic and Assembly 
Hall, Worthing, Mr. L. H. Bucknell’s Central Pavilion, 
Coram’s Fields, Messrs. Lanchester and _ Lodge’s 
Birmingham Hospitals Centre and Mr. Stanley C. 
Ramsey's Winter Gardens, Margate, the last most 
attractively shown. 

A battery of massive perspectives and elevations is 
disposed round the eight sides of the Central Court, 
all except one unaccompanied, and therefore unem- 
barrassed, by plans or sections. Here works by Sir 
Edwin Cooper, Mr. Curtis Green and Partners, Messrs. 
Mewes and Davis, Sir Herbert Baker, Sir Edwin 
Lutyens and Sir John Burnet, Tait and Lorne, con- 
template each other under the disciplinary supervision 
of a large model of the lion which surmounts Sir 
Reginald Blomfield’s Menin Gate. An uneasy peace 
seems to be maintained. 

Gallery IV contains a variety of schools, hospitals 
and institutions, including Mr. Fielding Dodd’s Walpole 
House, Stowe, Messrs. Mitchell and Bridgwater’s St. 
Swithin’s School, Winchester, Mr. W. G. Newton’s 
Merchant ‘Taylors’ School, and several others, each 
having their own significance and claims to notice. 
One that merits particular mention for the sensitive 
composition of its main front, is a school at Hillside, 
Lancashire, by Mr. F. X. Velarde. A gallery in which 
there is work by Messrs. Stanley Hall and Easton & 
Robertson, Mr. Oswald P. Milne, Messrs. C. H. James 
and S. R. Pierce and Mr. Robert Atkinson, cannot 
be said to be lacking in interest. But the most stimulat- 
ing exhibit will be generally admitted to be Messrs. 
Mendelsohn and Chermayeff’s De La Warr Pavilion, 
Bexhill. This is shown by a number of excellent 
photographs, drawings and autograph sketches (the 
latter so composed on a single sheet as to give the impres- 
sion of having been prepared specially for the occasion) 
and by incomparably the finest model in the whole 
exhibition. Incidentally, it may be observed that the 
Committee appears to have amused itself more 
than once in its placing of exhibits. There are some 
sly juxtapositions and the arrangement in the neighbour- 
hood of the illustrations relating to the De La Warr 
Pavilion provides as good an instance as any. 

Public, commercial and industrial buildings are 
displayed in Galleries V, VI and VII, offering a pro- 
digious variety of subjects and styles. 
the three rooms two of Mr. Herbert J. Rowse’s ventilation 
stations for the Mersey Tunnel are exhibited in photo- 
graphs and drawings which do them justice. Mr. 
P. J. B. Harland’s Tolworth Isolation Hospital must, 
one suspects, have imposed something of a strain on 
the Committee, but happily it has been suffered to 
survive and appears adequately illustrated. An inter- 


In the first of 
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esting geometric view, together with a plan and photo- 
graphs, shows Mr. L. H. Bucknell’s Laboratories, 
Northwich—a very successful example of industrial 
architecture—and Sir Edwin  Lutyens’s beautifully 
proportioned Hampton Court Bridge is represented in 
the kind of geometrical drawings of which there should 
be more in the exhibition. 

Banks, offices and hotels form the bulk of the exhibits 
in Gallery VI. The Headquarters of Martins Bank, 
Ltd., Liverpool, by Mr. Herbert J. Rowse, and India 
Buildings, Liverpool, also by Mr. Rowse, this time in 
association with Sir Arnold JThornely, are shown in a 
series of very delicately finished drawings supplemented 
by photographs. Sir Reginald Blomfield’s New Build- 
ing for Messrs. John Barker, Kensington, and Professor 
Richardson’s and Mr. Gill’s New Theatre, Manchester, 
afford interesting contrasts in the conception of what 
constitutes scholarly architecture. An exterior per- 
spective view and two interior photographs of the main 
stairway are the only illustrations of Mr. Grey Wornum’s 
R.I.B.A. Building, which most architects will feel 
might well have been shown more fully in geometrical 
drawings. But the most serious shortcoming is evident 
in the representation of Mr. Charles Holden’s London 
University and in that of his Offices for the Metro- 
politan District Railway, Westminster. ‘Two very 
small perspective studies, one of each work, are all that 
relate to these buildings. 

The outstanding feature of Gallery VII and indeed 
one of the best things in the entire exhibition, is the 
group of Miners’ Welfare Buildings occupying the 
whole of the east wall. It is a remarkably consistent 
body of advanced work in which the problem of the 
design of Pithead Baths is solved by a number of able 
architects in various ways, all of them interesting and 
expressive, Mr. W. M. Traylor, Mr. F. G. Frizzell, Mr. 
A. J. Saise, Mr. F. G. Kemp, Mr. W. A. Woodland 
and Mr. J. A. Dempster, are all represented by schemes 
which make real contributions to contemporary archi- 
tecture. On the other walls of the gallery a mixed 
collection of commercial buildings suffers by com- 
parison with the ordered consistency of the display 
at the east end. Individual work of fine quality tends, 
as it does elsewhere, to be lost in so heterogeneous a 
crowd. Among exhibits which deserve a better fate 
are Hay’s Wharf by Mr. Goodhart-Rendel and Mr. 
Austen Hall’s carefully studied Gas Company buildings 
at Luton and Exeter, and two most satisfactory bridges, 
one at Fort Augustus, the other at Invermoriston, by 
Messrs. F. C. Mears and C. D. Carus-Wilson, the 
engineers being Messrs. Blyth and Blyth. 

Galleries VIII, IX, X and XI are given up to 
domestic buildings and gardens. Broadly, the largest 
commissions date from the pre-War period, the days of 
great country houses and Italian gardens ; the smallest 
in the main belong to our owntime. Within the limits of 
this review it is impossible to refer to more than a few 
names and individual works. Sir Edwin Lutyens’s 
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mastery in this world is repeatedly exemplified, so, too, 
is that of Sir Guy Dawber and Mr. C. H. James in their 
respective Cotswold and neo-Georgian manners. The 
range of Mr. Oliver Hill’s powers of design are shown 
in a number of houses and gardens. Mr. H. Baillie 
Scott, Mr. Inigo Thomas, Sir Reginald Blomfield, 
Messrs. Adshead and Ramsey, Lord Gerald Wellesley 
and Mr. Trenwith Wills, Mr. Darcy Braddell, Mr. P. D. 
Hepworth and Mr. Oswald P. Milne, Messrs. Richard- 
son and Gill have all, either in domestic architecture 
or in garden design or in both, made characteristic 
contributions to a result, that in its intimate way, is 
very typically English. ‘The work of the less literally 
traditional architects is represented by such examples 
as Broadlands, Ascot, by Messrs. Minoprio and Spencely, 
Sun House, Hampstead, by Mr. E. Maxwell Fry, the 
Architects’ House, Downshire Hill, N.W., by J. A. and 
Charlotte Bunney, a House at Chalfont, St. Giles, by 
Messrs, Mendelsohn and Chermayeff, Working Class 
Flats, Chalk Farm, by Messrs. Connell, Ward and Lucas, 
a House at Compton Down, Winchester, by Messrs. 
Seymer, Orman and Adie, and Pen Pits, Somerset, 
by Mr. P. J. B. Harland, the latter including amongst 
its illustrations a perspective in oils by Mr. Edward 
Wadsworth. About this work one may say that 
nearly all of it is serious and the best of it is 
important. 

Finally, in the Architectural Room are accom- 
modated Flats and Housing Schemes, including work 
carried out by the Architectural Department of the 
London County Council. Taken by itself this is in 
some respects the most successful gallery of the series. 
The exhibits are limited in type, recent work pre- 
dominates, and there is, on the whole, a greater degree 
of harmony in effect. Here, too, official architecture 
comes rather more into its own, though still not suffici- 
ently. The absence of any record of the housing work 
that has been done for the community in Liverpool is, 
for example, an unfortunate weakness in the compre- 
hensive character of the section. Flat 
various types are represented by Mr. Arthur Kenyon’s 
Artisan Flats, Bethnal Green, by Mr. Robert Atkinson’s 
White House, Osnaburgh Square, N.W., by Mr. 
Frank Scarlett’s Wallace and Wellesley Courts, by 
Messrs. Darcy Braddell and H. Deane’s North Block, 
Trafalgar Square, Chelsea, by Mr. T. P. Bennett and 
Sons’ Eyre Court, Finchley Road, and by Mr. Louis de 
Soissons’ Flats, Wilcove Place, Marylebone, as well as 
by other examples. Cottage housing is also shown 
by architects in independent practice—amongst them 
Mr. C. H. James, Messrs. Grey Wornum and L. de 


Soissons, and Messrs. Adshead and Ramsey. An 


INSTITUTE 
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* - JJ 
appropriate centre of interest on the long sout! wall of 
the room is provided by a large drawing of Mr. Louis 
de Soissons’ layout for Welwyn Garden City, supple. 
mented by aerial photographs. The contribution 


from the L.C.C. Architectural Department is consider. 
able in amount and marks a notable advance in outlook 
and achievement. ‘This is particularly to be observed 


in Mr. E. P. Wheeler’s scheme for the Oaklands Estate. 
Clapham, which is represented by a model in 
to a layout plan and photographs. 

Four other models find a place in the Architectural 
Room: One shows the late Ralph Knott’s London 
County Hall with extensions by Mr. E. Stone Collins, 
another Mr. John E. M. Macgregor’s stepped design 
for Lennox House, South Hackney, anothet House 
near Nottingham, by Mr. R. Myerscough-Walker, 
and the last and most interesting of all, Kensal House. 
Ladbroke Grove, for which a committee of architects 
consisting of Mr. Robert Atkinson, Miss Elizabeth 
Denby, Mr. E. Maxwell Fry, Mr. C. H. James and 
Mr. Grey Wornum were responsible, with Mr. Maxwell 
Fry acting in effect as executive architect. 

A survey of the exhibition as a whole prompts specula- 
tion as to what might be the character of one held say, 
in 1960, and reviewing the previous 24 years. Assuming 
that the normal processes of development were not 
interrupted or retarded, it would seem probable that 
such an exhibition would reveal much less diversity of 
style, much less dependence on motives and composi- 
tions evolved in the past. One would expect to find 
far greater consistency and certainty in the majority 
of the works shown, since by then the principles of 
organic design should have been more generally under- 
stood and more widely and effectively put into practice. 
If these anticipations proved to be correct there would 
then be no cause to feel apprehensive as to the effect of 
the exhibition upon the lay mind. 

Other changes might also be predicted. In the 
subjects shown there would be a further increase in the 
number of those that meet collective social needs, and 
a corresponding decrease in those satisfying individual 
requirements. The programmes at present confined 
to the Architectural Room might well be found filling 
the adjacent galleries now devoted to domestic architec- 
ture ; and Gallery III would be equally likely to house 
much of the architecture of industry. And _ finally, 
since the tendency towards the development of the 
profession as a public service is steadily becoming more 
marked, it would appear inevitable that the contribu- 
tions made by official architects and their departments 
would play an altogether larger role than they do in 
the present exhibition. : 


addition 








)37 


| of 
uis 
ole- 
ion 
ler- 
ook 
ved 
ate, 
‘ion 


iral 
don 
ins, 
‘ign 
use 
ker, 
use, 
ects 
eth 
and 


vell 


ula- 
say, 
ing 
not 
hat 
y of 
Osi- 
find 
rity 
; of 
der- 
rice. 
yuld 


t of 


the 

the 
and 
lual 
ined 
ling 
itec- 
ouse 
ally, 

the 
nore 
ibu- 
ents 
O in 





JOURNAL OF THE 


\ Hall 
ba COURTS 4 


winads } 


CARDUT 





ROYAL 





INSTITUTE OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 





SOME DRAWINGS 
AND PHOTOGRAPHS 
IN THE EXHIBITION 


Above: 1. Town Hall and Law Courts, Cardiff 
(1905), by Lanchester, Stewart @ Rickards (now 
Lanchester & Lodge |FF.| 


2, Wiltshire County Offices (1936), by Philip D. 


Hepworth (F.] 


On left: City of Norwich Municipal Buildings 
(1933), by C. H. James [F.| and S. R. Pierce [A.) 
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On Left: 


1. Winter Gardens, Margate 1935), oy §S. C. 
Ramsey [F.] 


FRI ee 


2. The Quadrant, Regent Street (1920). Sketch of 
detail for Arch over Air Street. Sir Reginald 


. Ss a ~ a een - 
Blomfield, R.A. |F.] © 
On Right : 
+ i 
1. The ‘** Morning Post” Building, Aldwych (1997 
by Mewes & Davi | F. | 
2. Memorial to the Missing,  Ploegsteert Wood, 7 3 36 a a EEN t 1 





| Belgium (1927), by H. Chalton Bradshaw [F.] 





3. Headquarters, London Fire Brigade, Albert Embank- 
ment (1936), by FE. P. Wheeler [F.] 
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“ Coleton.’ Ringswear, Devon (1928). Sketch elevation by Oswald 
P. Milne |F.] 











Sin House, Frognal Way, Hampstead (1935), by E. Mixwell Fry [A.} 
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Heuse and Terrace at Ffynone, South 
Wales, by F. Inigo Thomas [F.| 








Above : 
1. Ashley Chase, Dorset (1925), by Sir Guy Dawber, R.A. |F.] 


2. L.C.C. Oaklands Estate, Clapham Park (1936), by E. P. 
Wheeler |F.] 
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Hampton Court Bridge . 1933). by Sir Edwin Lutyens, R.A. 






The London County Hail. Photograph of Model 
Knott & Collins |F.| 


Lambeth Bridge (1929), by Sir Reginald Blomfield, R.A. 
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Above: Infectious Diseases Hospital, Paisley, Isolation Block, 
by Sir John Burnet, Tait and Lorne [FF.| 


Top left: Tolworth Isolation Hospital. Plan of Cubicle 
Block, by P. J. B. Harland [A.] 


Left: Cronton Colliery, Pithead Baths, Lancs, by C. G. 
Kemp [A.] 


Below : The Foord Almshouses, Rochester, by Sir Guy Dawber {F.) 
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Above : St. Monica, Bootle (1936). by F. NX. Velarde [F.] 


On Right : 1. Church of Humanity, Liverpool (1915), by W. H. Ansell [F.| 


2. Garrison Church, Delhi (1931), by Arthur G. Shoesmith [A.| 


Below : St. Christopher, Withington (1933), by Bernard A. Miller (F.] 
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Interior of the Rotunda, built 1795-6 for the Stock Exchange, when included in the 
Bank of England 


SIR JOHN SOANE, R.A., F.R.S., F.S.A., 1753-1837 


PROFESSOR OF ARCHITECTURE IN THE RoyaL ACADEMY, 1806-37 


ARTHUR T. BOLTON, F.S.A. [F.] 


Soane Medallist, 1893. 


The death of Sir John Soane on 20 January 1837 
broke a link that extended back well into the eighteenth 
century. He had come to London in the year (1768) 
that the Adams began the Adelphi, and had been one 
of the earliest students in the new Royal Academy 
(1769), winning the gold medal in 1776. 

Robert Adam, James Stuart, Sir William Chambers, 
Sir Joshua Reynolds and many more, who were only 
historic names in 1837, had been personally known to 
him. To the younger men, like Wightwick, he was 
already, in 1827, the ‘‘ renowned veteran.” Soane’s 
eyesight was failing at that time, but his interest in 


J 


Curator of Sir Fohn Soane’s Museum 


architecture was as keen as ever, lasting to the day of 
his death. 

When he retired in 1833 he had been architect to 
the Bank of England for 45 years. The misfortune of 
the war breaking out in 1793 made this his main work, 
otherwise his plans, officially approved, for the new 
House of Lords would have anticipated the new Palace 
of Westminster. In his old age Soane looked back to 
the period 1794-1800, when he was building Tyringham 
for Wm. Praed, as the happiest time in his life. The 
tragic death of Mrs. Soane in 1815 had an overwhelming 
effect on his ardent nature, and prevented the building 
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of what would have been his most interesting house, 
of which a model only exists. 

A tinge of extravagance appears in his later designs, 
with a reversion, however, particularly in executed 
works, to his earlier standards. 

His planning was always supremely ingenious, the 
old Law Courts, fitted in between the great buttresses 
of Westminster Hall, may be taken as an example. 
The interiors of the Courts produced a remarkable 
sensation, and, though wildly abused by the legal 
profession at the time, were finally left with regret. 

Asquith, Earl of Oxferd. visiting Sir John Soane’s 
Museum shortly before his death, remarked, on seeing 
the views of the Chancery and King’s Bench, how well 
he recalled starting practice in those Courts, and ‘‘ very 
good Courts they were, very much better than the present 
ones. 


In the same way the Scala Regia of the old Houses of 


Parliament, which he carried out in seven months to 
meet the impatience of George IV, was, though small in 
scale, a noble suite, and may not have been without 
effect on the plan of Sir C. Barry. 

Much has been written on Soane, his work and 
character. The complexity of the subject does not 
lend itself to any easy solution. He has been claimed 
as the first of the Moderns, but no one was less inclined 
to discard the tradition of Antiquity. Appointed in 
1806 Professor at the Royal Academy, he spent three 
years in an intensive study before he gave his first 
lecture in 1809. In fact, he went to school again 
and filled reams of paper with extracts of his reading. 
His twelve lectures, while they contain a good deal 
that can fairly be regarded as obsolete, are a definite 
statement of the classical tradition. He warns “ his 
young friends ” that, however much Grecian architec- 
ture may be obscured for a time by the clouds of passing 
fashions, it will always shine forth again as supreme. 
Soane as an okserver had what his friend John Britton 
calls an “‘ apercu.”’ He looks for the essential, much as 
Foch would ask “de quoi s’agit il.” Soane most 
certainly does not discard for its own sake. What he 
believed most surely was that every building was capable 
of a definite expression. He reverenced the Orders 
too much to wish to see them misapplied. 

Not being a clear writer, he gets involved in his efforts 
to formulate what he has in his mind, but if his actual work 
is referred to it is possible to see what he really intends. 

He is definitely against novelty for its own sake, and 
ridicules the idea of new Orders and mouldings. Side 
by side with this, however, he dreamt of some synthesis 
of other styles, and actually made some combinations 
more curious than beautiful. 

He seems reluctant to accept the position that, 
while it is rational to believe that there are principles 
to which masterpieces in all styles conform, there will 
also be equally absolute incompatibles. 

Sir John Soane’s professional life was without reproach. 
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He had a leading share in the definition of an architec; 
as an arbitrator having duties towards client and 
contractor alike, and as such precluded from acting as 
builder himself. 

The Institute owed much to him, more than js 
generally recognised. ‘The initiative was a letter from 
Mr. Bell, an architect of Birmingham.  Soane wrote 
to Britton, who had been there, to enquire if he had 
met him. Bell came up to see Soane, and, finding him 
enthusiastic on the subject, withdrew himself. The 
early menvYbers were in many instances Soane pupil 
and students. Barry, who notes the completion of the 
Charter in his diary, was connected with the Soane 
circle. The ‘* Mr. Conduit’? with whom he started 
on his travels abroad appears to be the husband of 
Mrs. Conduit, later on first Inspectress of the Museum, 
while Miss Rowsell, to whom Barry was then engaged, 
and whom he married on his return, seems to be the 
same Miss Rowsell who was a caller with Mrs. Conduit 
at the House. Moreover, on Barry’s return from his 
three years’ grand tour, Soane calls on him in Ely 
Place, where he was starting practice, a singular honour 
if otherwise unknown. 

There was a second Society of Architects, and Soane 
urged an amalgamation, to further which he gave 
£750 to the Institute and £250 to the Society, a pretty 
clear indication which tiger he thought should swallow 
the other. 

There can be little doubt that the reason why Soane 
welcomed the formation of the Institute arose from his 
experiences over the building of the Law Courts and 
the Board of Trade in 1827. He had been let down 
as heavily as any general in the late war, and wished to 
see an Institute capable of standing up to the politicians 
and officials. 

He would have been gratified at the success of the 
R.I.B.A. in preventing the mutilation of Brydon’s 
facade in Great George Street by the cutting off of the 
tops of the twin towers on grounds of economy. 


£ 
oe 


Soane himself, with his strain of imaginative illusion 
and generosity, was, asa fellow traveller wrote to him, 
‘‘ill-adapted to stormy weather,” and when he was 
driven into a corner became as dangerous as a Cat. 
He fought claws and teeth with invincible obstinacy, 
so that he came to be regarded with the fear that a dog 
who has been scratched will show even for a kitten that 
arches her back and spits. 

Stories that have been handed down of his temper 
give a false impression. His charm was great, and his 
friendships of half a century, the devotion of assistants 
like George Bailey and of many of his pupils, tell a 


different story. A picture of him as a young mans 
given by Mrs. Soane’s softo voce remark on being shown 
the Owen portrait of 1804: ‘* He was so handsome. 


It is well to think of him, beautifully dressed, in his 
Italian days, the two years that he records as having 
‘ passed like a dream.” 
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The Bank of England, “‘ section through the Consols dividend office. the Rotunda and the 43 per cent. office,” by Sir John Soane. 1805 
Below : War memorial design, about 1815-16. U'sed by Sir John Soane in his R.A. lectures 
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THE Its 
COMET HOTEL f «= 














Yel 
HATFIE it 
T LD aif 
mo 
HERTFORDSHIRE pul 
is d 
as 
Architect: E. B. Musman, B.A. [F.] d 
is I 
This new hotel is of interest for the = 
following principal reasons :— TI 
1. It represents a new type of hotel, 

namely, one that caters for the best lan 

class of traveller, yet is situated not ina St 

large centre of population, but on an the 

arterial road in rural surroundings. There lig 

is, however, an aerodrome, an aircraft fro 

factory and some house property nearby, i 

the occupants of which will provide some oa 

local trade. Mainly, however, it will ad 

depend on visitors from London and the 

travellers on the Great North Road. ae 

2. The architect was given complete sit 

freedom not only in the general plan and pl: 

design, but in all details. Such items as ad 

the lettered notices, the menu cards, most on 

of the furniture and many of the textiles wi 

were designed by the architect. The tia 

ensemble, which is remarkably well carried by 

out, has therefore unusual unity. ote 

3. The plan is both simple and efficient. Ey 

a 3 soa ee aS Ee j 3 sel 

The curve Pcie ee fli 

he curved end of the lounge 

with the  sitting-room over. wi 
The brickwork is faced with cel 
special 1} inch brown bricks ne 
laid with 4 inch recessed joints ; far 
fac 

sk 

in 

to 

Bl 

at 

a 

al: 

al 

pl 

The principal front towards the fa 
junction of the two main roads. sit 
The steel and glass tower is he 
illuminated at night with green at 


floodlighting 
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Its main element is the 
erouping of the public rooms 
round the service and kitchen. 
Yet so well is this done that 
the feeling of segregation of 
different classes of trade, com- 
monly experienced in inns and 
public-houses having this plan, 
is absent. Each public room is 
a separate unit. ; 

4. The general exterior form 
is novel, yet expresses the struc- 
ture and plan exactly. 


THE SITE AND PLAN 

The site is an acute angle of 
land at the junction of the 
St. Albans-Hatfield road with 
the Barnet By-pass road. It is 
level and open. Approaches 
from both roads have been 
made to a gravelled area sur- 
rounding the hotel on three 
sides, giving ample room for 
the parking and movement of 
cars. ‘The acute angle of the 
site has been enclosed and 
planted with trees. There is 
additional room at the back for 
gardens and extra garages. 

The hotel advertises itself 
bya free-standing sign, designed 
by the architect. This is a 
stone pillar, carved by Mr. 
Eric Kennington to repre- 
sent. peculiar methods of 
flight, supporting a device 
which is a combination of the 
celestial comet and of the 
“Comet”? aeroplane — a oy 
famous product of the nearby & 
factory. ‘The proprietors, Ben- 
skins Watford Brewery, Ltd., 
in naming the hotel, wished 
tocommemorate the machine in which Messrs. Scott and 
Black won the England-Australia air race. This sign 
attracts attention from the roads by day. At night . 
a steel and glass tower is lit by green floodlighting, and 
also serves as a guide to the adjacent aerodrome. 

The plan, which fortuitously resembles the shape of \ 
an aeroplane, has rounded ends to the three principal 
public rooms, of which the central one is the lounge 
facing towards the exterior sign and the apex of the F : 
site. These rooms are reached by two entrances, THE RESTAURANT 
having unusually ample lavatory accommodation The walls are covered with a wallboard panelling 
attached to each. A third entrance, for residents, is surfaced with silver-gilt leaf. The joints are vee-shaped 
on the east side. At the back is an enclosed yard, and there is a simple splayed cornice. The west wall 


8 
py 
“> 


partially protected from rain by a bridge which leads 
to staff quarters in a rear block. 
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The entrance to the residents? part of the hotel. The discs at the ia 
sides of the door are light panels. All lettering ts fin ** Gill A 
Sans ” and has been unde) the control of the archite Cl 

. su] 
between the service doors has a large panel in peach sq 
mirror, on which is a sand-blasted design of five aero- fig 
planes in flight. Above, a decorative feature shaped Th 
like an aircralt propeller masks the ventilation extract sht 
and carries the clock and wireless loud-speaker, combined 

as a unit Vhis combination of clock and wireless is vi 

found in all the public rooms. ‘The furniture is white- 

wood, upholstered in a Chinese red and gold fabric. slig 

Phe carpet is a zebra pattern in nigger brown and dull as] 

gold. ‘Vhe curtains are gold satin studded with small in | 

silver stars bh eilin painted warm parchment by 
colour. ‘The doors and general woodwork are teak. pal 

THE SALOON LOUNGE. = 


Vhe three windows in the semi-circular end of this 
room are accordion-lolding, so that they can be fully 
opened. Ait cill level is an external flower box. As 


in the other public rooms, the bar is placed in a recess ; - 
the fittings are caretully designed and include two teak ro 
pillars carved by Gertrude Hermes. The clock is flanked i: 
‘ tne 

jou 

sal 


7 a? 


J 
Tt 




















she 











J Le 
by paintings of four signs of the Zodiac by Cosmo 

4 Clark. ‘The plastered walls are finished with a cream, 
stippled istic paint; the floor is of rubber in bufl 

ig squares iih brown lines; joinery and chairs are of 


fwured teak, the upholstery being dull yellow leather. 


The bar service is lit from a concealed source and is 
in shut off by a bronze rolling shutter. 


THE SALOON BAR 

The walls are panelled in veneered figured teak, 
© slightly darkened. ‘The general joinery and floor are 
asin the Saloon Lounge. ‘There is a large open fireplace 
in Napoleon marble, over which is a painting on mirror 
by Cosmo Clark. A dart board is built into the 
panelling and can be shut off by doors. The bar 
front has an unusual design of foot rail and arm rail. 





THE PUBLIC BAR 

The walls are lined with 4-in. brown eggshell tiles 
fixed with straight joints; this tiling runs across the 
front of the service. Above the tiling is a hunting 
scene frieze painted by Cosmo Clark, who has also done 
the painting on mirrored glass over the fireplace. Seats, 
joinery and floor finish are the same as those in the 
saloon bar. 


SERVICE 

Though small, this is well planned and the equipment 
is of good quality. ‘There is a central range, and round 
the walls are the equipment for washing up, vegetable 
preparations, coffee service, etc. A hot plate and 
counter enclose a waiters’ space inside the restaurant 
service door. Food storage is mainly in a_ large 
refrigerator. ‘The kitchen walls are lined with white 
glazed tiles and the floor with red quarries. Lantern 
lights admit daylight from the central well of the 
building. 

he service quarters are approached from the yard 
and are connected to the upper floor by a service stair 
and food lift. Extract ventilation plant is installed in 
all the bars, the restaurant and kitchen ; this effectively 
prevents kitchen smells from penetrating the public 
rooms. Heating is by radiators throughout. 


THE BEDROOMS 

There are twelve to fifteen bedrooms for guests in 
addition to the tenants’ private rooms and staff bed- 
rooms, on the first floor. Over the lounge is a sitting- 
room with rounded end: outside the windows is a 
continuous flower box. A spiral stair gives access to 
the flat rool. 
THE STRUCTURE 

Che walls are of solid brick taced with special rough- 
textured 1 5-in. brown bricks, laid with $-in. recessed 
joints, The brickwork has been treated with linseed 
oil, which has darkened it slightly. The brick bond 
shows two adjacent stretchers and a header in each 
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The sign, designed by the architect and carved by Mr. Eric Kennington 
to portray unusual methods of flight, is a stone pillar supporting a 
metal symbol composed of a celestial comet and the ** Comet” aeroplane 


course. Cills and heads to windows and copings are in 
Clipsham stone. ‘The windows are of steel painted a 
pastel blue externally. ‘There are no external pipes 


The floors and roofs are of hollow-tile construction. 
the roofs surfaced with asphalt Part of the internal 
structure is steel framed. 


Architects interested in the design of hotels and] inns 
should visit this remarkably interesting modern example 
because it is difficult to convey by illustration and 
description its many novel features as well as its very 
successlul ** atmosphere.” 


Carving on the sign was the work of Eric hennington, interior 
woodcarving of Gertrude Hermes, and decoraiive painting of 


Cosmo Clark. 
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The counter and fireplace in the Saloon Bar. All the bars ar 

















recessed in the manner shown here. Note the raised tegh Th 
footrail and arm rest at the edge of the bar SUT 
nip 
CONTRACTORS AND SUPPLIERS OF D 
MATERIAL Pa 
a“ GENERAL CONTRACTORS. Co 
Allen Fairhead & Sons, Ltd. EC 
STRUCTURE. e. 
i; Bricks, Proctor & Lavender.  Steelwork, Dorman. an 
1 A aon on Long & Co. Hollow tile floors, Helical Bar & Ep. : 
; ria = . : : . : : Re 
f ‘ gineering Co. Steel windews and lantern lights, Crittall & 
~< - Manufacturing Co. Stonework, Damer Bros. Asphalt, W: 

William Salter, Edwards & Co. Flat roof finish 
. Paropa), Frazzi, Ltd. Fibrous plaster. Arthur Glover, SL 
FINISH. Gs 
Doors and panelling, Laminated Wood _ Products. Pu 
Counters and pewtering, W. H. Heath. Wall tiling Gr 

: s Gast cane and terrazzo, Cope & Co. Floor coverings. Korkoid, 

s a Ky ee Fa 

Odie . General view of the Saloon Bar, which is panelled in veneered I 
: a figured teak. The floor is of buff coloured rubber. On the right bec 
Ce Sy Ane oe \ mod is the built-in dart board, fitted with doors mn 
clo 
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ars are The Restaurant has panelled walls and cornice of wallboard 
A teak surfaced with silver-gilt leaf. The globular lights are of 
rippled surface glass and contain flame-coloured lamps 





JF Dance floor, Hollis Bros. Paint and distemper, Thos. 
Parsons & Sons, Ltd. Ironmongery, Taylor, Pearse and 
Co. Lettering, metalwork and lamps, Galsworthy, Ltd. 
EQUIPMENT. 
Heating and ventilation, Abbey Heating Co.  Elec- 
trical installation, Rashleigh Phipps & Co. Wireless 
rman, and clocks, H. Norman Davis. Lifts, Express Lift Co. 
x En. Refrigeration, Kelvinator. Kitchen equipment, Benham 
‘Tittal] & Sons. Sanitary fittings and fireplaces. George 
phalt, Wright (London). 
finish 


lover, SUNDRIES. 
Furniture, light fittings, silver-gilt panelling, Rowley 
Galleries. Carpets and curtains, Heal & Son. Mirrors. 


ducts, Pugh Bros. Garden layout, Lane’s Nurseries. Crockery 
tiling Gray’s pottery. Mats, Institute of the Blind. 
rkoid, 


aa The large peach mirror on the service side of the Restaurant 
eneered . . . 
¢ right bears a sand-blasted design of five aeroplanes in flight. The 
fitting over masks the ventilation extract and carries a combined 
clock and loud-speaker 
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The covkiail bar in the §S ” 
Lounge. The walls are 
Seat HA 

jinished with 

stippled plasti 
joinery and furniture are of 
figured teak and the uphoilste 
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The Public Bar is lined with 
hrown tiles aud has a hunting 
cone frieze ted by Cosmo 
Clark. The fittings in all thi 
hars were especi ul studied by 
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The Kitchen. The range is 
centraily placed. On the left 
wall are the u ash-uf , coffee 
service and, in the corner, the 
hotplate and waiters’ space. 
Opposite is the chef’s room, 
stafj entrance and food store. 
On the right wall is the 
vegetable preparation 
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PROGRAMME OF EXHIBITIONS 


ORGANISED BY THE 


The opening and closing dates are subject to revision, 
at the discretion of each centre, and before arranging to visit 
a particular exhibition members should ascertain from the 
centre in question the exact dates when it is being shown. 


The opening and closing dates given for the Exhibition of 


Airports and Airways in London and for the Public Health 
Exhibition at the New Horticultural Hall are, at present, 
definite. 

Members living in London or likely to visit London, while 
these exhibitions are on view, are asked to give them their 
fullest support and to make them known to their friends. 

During the past year complaints have been received from 
provincial centres that architects fail to visit the exhibitions 


organised on their behalf, although directors and curators of 


art galleries and museums frequently send notices to all 
architects resident in their districts. 

The Exhibition Sub-Committee would appreciate the 
support of all architects for these exhibitions and also if, when 
visiting an exhibition, architects would make their presence 
known to the authorities. Local museums and art galleries 
cannot be expected to continue to give their support unless 
local architects give evidence of their interest. 

Some disappointment has been expressed by centres which, 
on applying for a particular exhibition, find that it is impossible 
for their applications to be granted, or that they are compelled 
to wait several months. Centres will appreciate, on examining 
this programme, some of the difficulties with which the 
Exhibition Sub-Committee is faced. There will eventually 
be three sizes of exhibition available, large, medium and 
small, arranged as the result of a survey made of the hanging 
capacities of museums and galleries throughout the country 
and this must, of course, influence the arrangements made 
for the tour of each exhibition. Several years of unremitting 
work will be necessary on the part of the Committee to obtain 


the number of photographs and to organise the number of 


exhibitions necessary to visit every locality in this country. 
In addition, the limited funds available compel the Com- 
mittee to expand their work slowly for the time being. 


Opening. Exhibition. Centre. Closing. 
11 Jan. The House Manchester School of 23 Jan. 
Architecture, Uni- 
versity of Manchester 
15 Jan. International Dublin, under the aus- —.25,_ Jan. 
Architecture pices of the Architec- 
tural Graduates 
Association 
18 Jan. Civic Centres Darlington, Edward 10 Feb. 
Pease Public Library 
and Museum 
t Feb. British Architec- Rugby, The Public 26 Feb. 
ture of To-day Library 
8 Feb. The House Birmingham, Central 20 Feb. 
School of Arts and 
Crafts 
ag Feb. Airports and Air- London, R.I.B.A. 24 Mar. 
ways 
22 Feb. Civic Centres Stoke-on-Trent, Public 15 Mar. 


Museum and Art 
Gallery 


Opening. 
1 Mar. 


1 Mar. 


10 Mar. 


24 Mar. 
8 Apr. 


26 Apr. 


17 May 
24 May 


May 


Early in 
June 


1 June 


Exhibition. 


The House 


Sanatoria and 


Hospitals (a few 


photographs 
only) 


British Architec- 
ture of To-day 

Civic Centres 

Airports and Air- 
ways 

Civic Cenires 


The House 

Airports and Air- 
ways 

The Holiday Cot- 
tage 


The House 


Civic Centres 


SXHIBITION SUB-COMMITTEE FOR 1937 


Centre. 

Leicester, College of 
Art and Technology 

Public Health Exhibi- 
tion and Conference. 
New Horticultural! 
Hall, Westminster, 
S.W.1. 

Newark, The Gilstrap 
Public Library and 
Museum 

Leeds, City Art Gallery 

Bristol, Museum and 
Art Gallery 

Warrington, Municipal 
Museum and Art 
Gallery 

Leeds, School of Archi- 
tecture 

Sheffield, Graves Art 
Gallery 

British Pavilion, Inter- 
national Exhibition, 
Paris, 1937 

Newcastle, University 
of Durham School of 
Architecture, Arm- 
strong College 

Derby, Museum and 
Art Gallery 


23 Fanuary 1937 


Closing, 
13 Mar, 


1 May 


21 Apr. 


14 Apr. 
8 May 


25 May 


31 May 
24 June 


Oct. 


22 June 


At about this time it is intended to arrange an exhibition 
of School Buildings, which, after being shown for a few 
days in London, will probably visit five centres before 
the end of the year. 


4 July 
7 July 


17 Aug. 


23 Aug. 


1 Sept. 


17 Sept. 


27 Sept. 
I 


Oct. 


1 Nov. 


30 Nov. 


7 Dec. 


Airports and Air- 
ways 
Civic Centres 


Civic Centres 


Airports and Air- 
ways 


The House 


The House 


Civic Centres 

Airports and Air- 
ways 

Civic Centres 


Airports and Air- 
ways 
Civic Centres 


Liverpool, Walker Art 
Gallery 
Birmingham, Museum 
and Art Gallery 
Wolverhampton, Muni- 
cipal Art Gallery and 
Museum 
Birmingham, Museum 
and Art Gallery 
Dundee, Technical Col- 
lege School of Archi- 
tecture 
Liverpool, School of 
Architecture 
Lincoln, Public Library 
Manchester, City Art 
Gallery 
Kidderminster, Public 
Library Museum and 
Art Gallery 
Hull, The Municipal 
Museums 
Huddersfield, Public 
Library and Art 
Gallery 


With the School Buildings Exhibition, Total=35. 


7 Aug. 
7 Aug. 


17 Sept. 


18 Sept. 


Q Sept. 


2 Oct. 


23 Oct. 
15 Nov. 


27 Nov. 


go Dec. 


8 Jan. 


The Exhibition of Civic Centres and Airports and Airways 
will, of course, continue through most of 1938. 
A few photographs will be lent to a number of schools 


throughout the country, and probably one or two groups of 


buildings shown in connection with other exhibitions i 


London. 
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REINFORCED BRICKWORK 


A REVIEW OF ITS POSSIBILITIES AND OF ITS DEVELOPMENT TO DATE 
By L. W. BURRIDGE 


INTRODUCTION 

A large canopy in the form of a cantilevered slab 
built entirely in reinforced brickwork was an outstanding 
exhibit at the recent Building Exhibition (Olympia, 
1936). From the printed description of the canopy 
issued by the exhibitor it is significant to note 
that :-— 

(a) for the design of the reinforced brickwork, the 
services of an American expert, Mr. Hugo 
Filippi, of the Reinforced Brick Masonry Research 
Board of America, was secured : 
the Building Research Station proposes to 
undertake in the immediate future an investiga- 
tion into the simpler applications of reinforced 
brickwork. 

It would, therefore, appear that, although construction 


ee 
ba 37 


in brick is traditional in this country, the majority of 


architects and engineers have so far ignored the possi- 
bilities of this form of construction, which both research 
and full scale construction in India, Japan, and, more 
recently, in North America would seem to have shown 
to be as capable of accurate design and as easy to erect 
as reinforced concrete. 

Since brickwork provides its own surface finish, requir- 
ing negligible maintenance, reinforced brickwork starts 
with a clear advantage as a form of reinforced con- 
struction. Also it would seem that, properly designed, 
it is capable of resisting both compressive and tensile 
stresses in the same way as does reinforced concrete, 
within limitations the character and degree of which 
can only be discovered by research and experiment, 
followed by full scale trial as has been the case in rein- 
forced concrete. Some account of the progress made in 
this direction is given in the succeeding section. 

Briefly, reinforced brickwork consists of using brick- 
work to take compressive stresses (its normal function 
in dead weight and arched constructions) in reinforced 
construction. In this it takes the place of concrete. 
The reinforcing rods are placed in the joints or in grooves 
in purpose-made bricks, and, subject to the limitations 
set by the sizes and shapes of bricks, a reinforced brick 
structure can be designed very much as is one of rein- 
forced concrete. For architects the main interest lies 
in the surprisingly large spans that can be achieved in 
beams, floor slabs and cantilevers. 

SECTION I 
History OF REINFORCED BRICKWORK 

In the following notes an endeavour is made to 
summarise the lines along which reinforced brick 
construction has so far developed. A search of the 


literature reveals that, although even as far back 
as 1825 Sir Isambard Brunel demonstrated the 
possibilities of reinforced brickwork, no systematic 
study or utilisation of this composite structural 
material appears to have been made until 1918, when 
A. Brebner, of the Public Works Department, Govern- 
ment of India, initiated a very comprehensive 
programme of investigation, the results of which were 
employed in constructing a number of satisfactory 
reinforced brickwork structures in Patna. The results 
of this systematic survey, together with details and 
photographs of a number of actual structures carried 
out in reinforced brickwork, were published* in extenso 
in 1923. 

Brebner’s classic contribution demonstrated that the 
design principles developed for reinforced concrete were 
directly applicable to reinforced brickwork once definite 
values could be assigned to bond adhesion between 
steel and the mortar and to the elastic modulus, fibre 
strength and working stresses in compression and shear 
of the particular type of brickwork used. 

It is curious that, although this valuable report 
seems to have attracted little attention in Great Britain, 
it was seized on with avidity in the United States of 
America, Japan and later New Zealand, probably in 
view of the possible contribution such type of construc- 
tion might make to the design of earthquake-resistant 
structures. 

Starting from the work of E. S. Powers, of Philadelphia, 
in 1923, and of Danforth at the Case School of Applied 
Science, a group of U.S.A. workers, with the active 
co-operation of the Brick Manufacturers’ Association 
of America, undertook a comprehensive series of investi- 
gations of reinforced brickwork beams, slabs and columns 
at the Bureau of Standards and various American 
universities, with such satisfactory results that in 
Brick Engineering, Vol. 111, published in 1933, H. Filippi 
was able to recommend that the provisions of the 
U.S.A. Standard Specifications for reinforced concrete 
be adopted to govern the design and construction of 
reinforced brickwork, and to give values for permissible 
stresses in bending, shear, bond, moduli of elasticity, 
axial compression in columns, etc. 

In Japan, according to an American report,t a 
considerable amount of construction in reinforced 
brickwork has been carried out in the last ten years, 

* Government of India, Public Works Department Technical 
Paper No. 38. 2 vols. Government Printing Office, India, 1923. 

+ Engineering News Record, 1930. 105 (4), p. 142. See also 
Engineering (London), 9g January 1931. 











































286 JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL INSTITUTE 
all of which has withstood frequent earthquake shocks. 
Under the auspices of the Japanese Government, Dr. 
S. Kanamori, of the Japanese Home Office, has de- 
veloped and patented a burnt-clay brick especially 
notched to facilitate the placing of the reinforcement 
so as to secure adequate cover for the steel. For 
design purposes the following permissible stresses appear 
to have been accepted in Japan : 

Steel ea 

Brickwork a | 
Ratio of elastic moduli of steel to brickwork :— 

For hard burnt brick... on 20 

Other brick 2s e oxi 25 

The progress of reinforced brickwork design and 

construction in New Zealand is evidenced by the recog- 
nition of such construction in the 1931 Report of the 
New Zealand Building Regulations Committee. 


16,000 lb. Sq. in. 


500 Ib. Sq. in. 


FACTORS IN STRUCTURAL DESIGN 


From a study of the various reports which have been 
published in America, a selection of which is listed 
below,* it would seem that the controlling factor in 
constructing reinforced brickwork is, as would be 
anticipated, the attainment of a bond between the brick- 
face and the mortar adequate to sustain a reasonable 
amount of diagonal tension and shear stress. In this 
connection it is interesting to note that the first tests 
done in the programme of investigation of reinforced 
brickwork, recently launched by the Canadian Govern- 
ment, deals with the effect of certain physical properties of 
the brick, when jointed with commonly used mortars, 
upon the adhesion and shear strength of the resultant 
joint. In this Canadian investigation both stiff con- 
sistence mortars and a pourable grout were investigated. 
With the grout all types of brick developed a relatively 
high bond strength, whereas with the mortars, which 
contained a much lower percentage of water, the bond 
attained was found to be dependent on the absorption 
characteristics of the brick. ‘Thus, whether laid wet 
or dry, low absorption bricks developed but a medium 
bond strength, and medium absorption bricks a high 
bond strength, whereas the bond strength was but low 
when bricks showing high absorption were laid dry, 


* Mason Vaugh : 
1928. 

J. W. Whittemore & P. S. Dean 
Station Bulletin, No. 9, 1932. 

Reports of the Committee on Reinforced Brick Masonry, National 
Brick Manufacturers’ Research Foundation. 

B. E. Parsons, A. H. Stang and J. W. Burney: Shear 
Reinforced Brick Masonry: Bur. Standards 


Paper, No. 504. 


Univ. Missouri Eng. Exp. Station Bulletin, No. 37, 
Virginia Poly. Inst. Eng. Exp. 


Tests of 
Research 


Prof. M. O. Withey Tests on (Reinforced) Brick Masonry 
Beams: A.S.T.M. Proc. 1933, Part II, p. 651. ‘Tests on 
Reinforced Brick Masonry Columns, ibid. 1934, Part II, p. 
387. 


M. ©. Withey and kK. F. Wendt: Tests of mortars for reinforced 
brick masonry: A.S.T.M. Proc. Part II, p. 428. 
+L. P. Collin : Laboratory tests on structural assemblies of brick 

and tile : Canada Dept. Mines, Paper No. 766, Ottawa, 1935. 


_ 
1935, 
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although an improved strength could be attained jf 
part of the suction of the brick be killed by \ ‘tting it 


before applying the mortar. The great influence of 
the absorption properties of the brick on the shear 
strength is also shown in the Bureau of Standards 


Report on ** Shear Tests of Reinforced Brick Masonry 
Beams.”’* In these tests it was found that the shearing 
strengths were much greater when the bricks were 
wetted before laying than when laid dry. Both this 
report and the Canadian tests agreed that there is no 
direct relationship between shear strength and _ the 
compressive or transverse strength of the actual bricks. 

Obviously to develop maximum resistance to shear 
(i.e., the best bond strength) it is essential to obtain 
intimate contact over the whole of the interface between 
the brick and the mortar. If the suction of the brick js 
so high as to abstract, from the mortar in contact with 
the brick, water necessary for the proper chemical set 
of the mortar, then the chance of a proper bond—and 
hence adequate shear strength—is markedly reduced. 
Since it is mechanically more difficult to ensure intimate 
contact at all points when spreading mortars of stiff 
consistence over bricks, the much superior results 
attainable with easily flowing grout are quite under- 
standable. Hence, although grouting may not be 
practicable in certain types of construction, e.g., columns 


*U.S. Bureau of Standards Research Paper No. 504, Washington, 
U.S.A., 1932. 
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Reinforced brick balcony front in a block of flats under construction. 
Architects: Armstrong @ Bayne [F. & A.] 
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Reinforced brick balcony 
in a block of flats under 
construction. Architects : 
Amstrong G@ Bayne 
[F.@ A.|. The balcony 
has a 4h inch wall re- 
inforced with vertical rods 
passing through holes in 
the bricks and with a strip 
of welded steel mesh in 
the horizontal beds 


and walls, it is normal practice in reinforced brick slab 
and floor construction. 

To further the attainment of intimate bond the 
addition of a plasticising agent in the form of slaked 
lime or lime putty to the mortar has been found useful. 
Such an admixture, besides making the mix much more 
workable and thereby facilitating placing, especially 
in the joints containing steel, has other advantages. 
All forms of slaked lime exercise to some degree a water- 
retaining capacity, so that their presence in a mortar 
mix will assist in retaining in that mix sufficient water 
to bring about the proper set of the cement component, 
and will thus operate against abnormal suction of the 
brick. Further, as is well known, cement-lime mortars 
exhibit less shrinkage on drying out than do cement 
mortars ; hence the addition of lime will help to protect 
the bond against rupture by shrinkage. Finally, there 
is some evidence that lime slowly combines with the 
material of the brick itself, so that, in time, the bond 
improves. 


JOURNAL OF THE ROYAL 





INSTITUTE OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 207 





Another factor which will, in practice, affect the 
efficacy of the bond is the cleanliness of the brick 
surface, since the presence of a layer of brick dust will 
interfere with contact between mortar and brick. In 
reinforced concrete work this necessity is paralleled by 
the requirement that the aggregate shall be well washed 
and clean. 

In concluding these comments on the attainment of 
adequate bond between brick and mortar, it is worth 
while noting that, since the surface pores of second-hand 
bricks are already filled with set mortar which will not 
readily bond with fresh mortar, their use would seem 
inadvisable in reinforced brick construction. 

Although, as has been stated, the compressive (and 
transverse) strength of the individual bricks does not 
appear to be a major determinant as regards shear, 
the compressive strength of the combination—brick- 
mortar—i.e., of the brickwork, is, of course, just as 
important in reinforced brickwork design as that of the 
concrete in reinforced concrete work. 
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Outside the data given in Building Research Special 
Report No. 22, there seems to be a dearth of up-to-date 
information on the compressive strength of British 
brickwork, and, in this connection, it is to be noted 
that, where shear reinforcement has to be introduced 
into reinforced brickwork, it is more convenient to have 
continuous joints to accommodate straight runs of steel, 
in which case cross-bonding is undesirable and the work 
is more conveniently designed and constructed in 
contiguous stretcher or header courses. Doubtless the 
effect of this departure from customary cross-bonding 
will receive attention in the proposed investigation 
already mentioned as an item in the future programme 
of the Building Research Station. 

Before leaving this brief survey of the fundamentals 


of reinforced brickwork there is one further aspect of 


this type of construction upon which little information 





ca 


Two views showing the laying of the top courses of bricks on the flat 
in a reinforced brick canopy, shown in isometric on the opposite page. 
The London Brick Company’s Exhibition Stand, 1936. Architect : 
Hugo Filippi 


Julian Leathart [F.|. Consulting Engineer : 
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seems to be available, namely, upon the depth of cover 
of the steel necessary to prevent corrosion. 


In reinforced brickwork moisture might conceivably 
gain access to the steel not only from the exposed face 
of the joints in which the reinforcement is embedded, 
but also, should the brick be somewhat porous, through 
the brick and thence across the mortar to the embedded 
steel. So long as the mortar is of a sufficiently rich 
character for it to be virtually impermeable, even 
in relatively thin layers, such qualms about corrosion 
may not arise. It is nevertheless felt that this is an 
aspect of reinforced brickwork which has so far not 
received the attention it merits, and may perhaps 
account, in part, for the neglect of this type of construc. 
tion in Great Britain. 

Provided, therefore, that sufficient information as 
regards the absorption properties of British bricks is 
made available, and that an authoritative opinion from 
an unbiassed source regarding the possibility of corrosion 
be forthcoming, there seems to be no insurmountable 
obstacle to the immediate adoption in Great Britain 
of reinforced brickwork for all types of general con- 
struction. 

ADVANTAGES 

The advantages generally claimed for this type of 

construction may be summarised as follows :— 


1. Design. Reinforced brickwork is equally as amen- 
able as reinforced concrete to accurate design. 


2. Construction. 

(a) Temporary support. For horizontal construction, 
such as beams and slabs, only very simple formwork 
is necessary, and such formwork need not necessarily 
be watertight. For vertical work such as columns and 
walls no formwork is normally required. 

(b) Plant and Workmanship. No expensive equipment 
(which, when not in use, represents idle capital) is 
required, since reinforced brickwork can be erected 
with much the same plant as is normally used for 
ordinary brick construction. 

According to American reports, bricklayers quickly 
accustom themselves to the technique of reinforced 
brickwork construction, and the speed of erection is 
not markedly lower than that of ordinary brickwork. 
Moreover, the departure from routine laying quickens 
their interest in the job, and therefore improves the 
standard of workmanship. 

(c) Curing. As in normal brickwork, no specific 
attention to curing conditions or curing times is neces 
sary, and formwork can be struck a few days after 
erection. 


3. Performance. 

(a) The inclusion of reinforcement gives to reinforced 
brickwork the same high resistance to all types of stress 
as is exhibited by reinforced concrete, and therefore 
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makes reinforced brickwork equally suitable for heavy 
load-bearing construction, as well as justifying its use 
where racking, vibratory or explosive stresses are likely 
to occur, mining areas where marked subsidence 
occurs, buildings enclosing heavy machinery or ex- 
plosive materials, walls where the aerial bomb menace 
is high, etc. 


» & 
e.2., 


(6) The additional strength given to brickwork by 
the introduction of reinforcement will reduce the 
thickness of wall required to carry a given load and 
hence increase the available floor space. ‘The dead 
load on foundations due to the brickwork will also be 
reduced. N.B.—The average weight per cubic foot 
of reinforced brick is said to be some 10 to 15 per cent. 
less than that of reinforced concrete. 

(c) Fire and thermal resistance. It is to be expected 
that reinforced brickwork will exhibit the same unique 
resistance to fire hazards as is exhibited by ordinary 
brickwork. In his report on the Indian exploitation 
of reinforced brickwork, Brebner (loc. cit.) reports some 
tests which justify this expectation. 

Similarly, since the bulk of the construction is brick- 
work, it is to be anticipated that the thermal resistance 
and thermal gradient through reinforced brickwork 
will be equally as satisfactory as is the case with ordinary 
brickwork. 

(d) Since the major component of reinforced brick- 
work, viz., the bricks, normally exhibit little or no 
moisture or thermal movements, it is unlikely that 
reinforced brickwork structures will develop cracks due 
to such movements. ‘This point is of especial value 
where reinforced brickwork lintels are used. 

4. Aesthetic appeal. The finished work will present 
the same satisfying «esthetic appeal as does normal 
brickwork, and will, therefore, require no additional 
expenditure of time or thought on surface finish. 
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SECTION II 
‘THEORY OF REINFORCED BRICKWORK |) 
Examination of the data given in the 
serves to show that, as in reinforced concrete, 


SIGN 
iterature* 
the Stress. 


strain relationship in reinforced brickwork is linear 
working loads : in other words, it may be assumed thar. 
under such loads, sections which were plane _ befor 
loading remain plane when loaded, and the amount 


strain in a fibre is proportional to its distance from thy 
neutral axis. 
Fig. 1 is a graphical presentation of this linear rela. 
tionship as it applies to a beam or slab. 
Adopting the following nomenclature : 
A,=total cross-sectional area of reinforcing steel. 
b=breadth of beam or slab. 
d—distance of reinforcement from upper (com. 
pression) face of the beam=effective depth oj 
the beam. 
p=ratio of total area of steel to the effective ar 
bd of the brickwork=A,/dd : 
100 A, /bd. 
['=total tension in steel at any given section. 
C=total compression in brickwork at any give 
section. 
M =any bending or resisting moment. 
M,=resisting moment due to steel. 


percentage ot 
steel 


M,=resisting moment due to brickwork. 
j=ratio of the arm of the resisting couple C and 1 
to the depth d the steel=jd/d. 


the effective depth d. 


: ; kd 
is Operative Ea 
») 


*See, for example, literature quoted in Section I. 
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E.—elastic modulus of steel 


E,— clastic modulus of brickwork determined from 
compression tests on brickwork prisms in 
which the arrangement of the bricks and 
the mortar is exactly the same as_ will 
obtain in the actual structure and to which 
the compression is applied during test in 
the same direction as compression will 
occur in the actual structure=/,/s,. 

m=—modular ratio—E,/E,. 

fj, compressive stress per unit area in extreme 
fibre of brickwork. 

¢~ tensile stress per unit area of steel. 

5, extreme fibre strain in brickwork due to a 
bending moment which sets up stress f, 
in the brickwork. 

;—strain in the steel due to the same bending 
moment. 

From the geometry of Fig. 1 it will be seen that :— 


,_ d—kd __1—k_ 1 


‘ kd ie Millions 

and also s, f./%, .. 5 ££ is i. 
Sy S/E, Si. f, m mf, 

hence (/f, iF 7 ’ a 
mf, k Pol ctctt ete e sees ees ) 


In balanced design the total compression C and the 

total tension ‘T’ are equal and opposite, 
oe aS ee ere ere ret er (2) 
whence, by eliminating f,/f, from equations (1) and (2) 
and substituting p for A,/bd, it follows that :— 

fe SATE NA Pay Mendonca ovate is ays witae ook Saotna ats (3) 
the only acceptable solution of which, since * must 
be positive, is :— 

Fe NBEO NONI a o's af dic tio Seats su sheahs eae ans (4) 


Equation (4) is fundamental in that it shows that in all 
beams in which the brickwork has the same mechanical 
properties and in which the percentage of the steel is 
the same, the neutral axis always occupies the same 
relative position in regard to the steel axis: hence 
numerical tables can be computed to facilitate design. 

Again, since the compressive stresses in the various 
fibres of the brickwork vary directly with the distance 
of the fibre from the neutral axis, they may be repre- 
sented as shown in the hatched triangle in Fig. 1, 
and it can be shown that their resultant C operates 
along a line distant 1/3 kd from the top (compressive) 
lace of the beam :— 


. Ns 
jd =d—d,=d—1/3 kd=d (1—-). 
ok , 
0 et ei (5) 
3 


giving another equation which can be computed for 
design tables. 
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Where the percentage of steel used is too low, i.e., 
when the beam is under-reinforced, then its resistance to 
bending is governed by the permissible steel stress, 
and the resisting moment i; :— 


M,= Tid A, f, jd phdf, jd 
ER aie a x cen ak moos Sows (6a) 
M MM 
i A, jd : Bee Ao P ern ee em 53 0 (0) 
° M 
and bd? Bae RO eee nE nahn eae As Pyek (6c) 


If, however, the beam be over-reinforced, then it is 
the stress permissible in the brickwork which determines 
the resistance to bending, and the resisting moment is 
given by :— 


M,—Cyjd= th f,kd.b.jd=% fykjbd? .............. (7a) 
2M 
to re © ee 7b) 
2M 
and bd? Sak eae eee mene: vere Hegey 


In balanced design M,=M, 
(6a) and (7a) we get: 


k ? apf, 


M, and from equations 


fom Ff or fea Be ree (8) 
From equations (6c) and (7c) :— 
: M 2M 
bd* ie Bae Nee anrt a cress (g) 


and, on eliminating k from equations (1) and (8) it 
is found that :— 


I 
a eh io new e ses (10) 
fo fi. 
ti, \ mf, ( 


so that if numerical values be given to m, f, and /,, p, 
and hence, as already indicated, s andj can be tabulated 
for calculation purposes. In actual design, M, /, and f, 
are known, and by taking values of f over a practical 
range, the effective cross-section (bd 
given :— 

By equation. 


of the beam is 


When value taken for p 


(9) satisfies equation (10), i.e., for balanced 
design. 

(6c is less than that given by (10). 

(7c is greater than that given by (10 


7 

The application of this theoretical discussion (which 
follows the lines adopted in American practice) to a 
simple beam problem is given in the next section 

SECTION III 
PROBLEM 

Design as a simple beam resting on columns a re- 
inforced lintel in 13}-in. brickwork over an opening 
to carry a uniformly distributed floor load of 1,000 Ibs. 
per foot run, assuming the following data : 
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Permissible stress in steel (tension) 
f,=18,000 I|b./sq. in. 


Permissible stress in brickwork 

(compression) .. .» f= 200 Ib. fg. mm. 
Permissible stress in brickwork 

(shear) .. * -+ = Yao Ei. fg. mm. 
Permissible bond stress (tension 

reinforcement) .. ms u- 100 lb./sq. in. 


Modular ratio m=E,/E, .. = 25; 
Weight of brickwork per cubic foot= 130 lbs. 


Then referring to various equations developed in 
Section II we get, from equation (10), 


1 1 
, y Bee 36,000 {18,000 , 
Sr \ mf, 200 5,000 


=0.001208 
from equations (4) and (5) : 


k= Vp%m?+-2pm- pm Veegos ! 


=0.2170 


0.0604— 0.0302 


, k 
=; 0.9277 


Now the loads to be carried per foot run are : 


Floor load = 1,000 lbs. 


Estimated weight of brick- 
work beam. . an = 400 ,, 
Total load per foot run (w) = 1AG0' -5, 


Hence the maximum moment to be resisted in a 
beam of span /=10' 9” is :— 
wl? 1,400 X 10.75 
M=—_ SS Ibs. 
8 8 

1,400 X 10.75, bag 
— 12400 * 10-75 x 19—242,760 inch Ibs. 


*As the result of the systematic tests mentioned in Section I, 
values for fp varying from 500 to 750 lb./sq. in. have been used in 
American reinforced brickwork practice, and, as already stated, 
Japan accepts 500 lb./sq. in. Here, however, in deference to the 
more conservative attitude adopted in Great Britain, the much 
lower value f,=200 Ib./sq. in.=12.86 tons/sq. ft. has been adopted 
for this example. Although even this value for the permissible 
stress in brickwork is somewhat higher than is at present accepted, 
nevertheless, judging by the values (varying from 803 to 1,465 
Ib./sq. in.) given in Building Research Station Special Report 
No. 22, Table 5, p. 10, for the strength of piers built of such widely 
used bricks as wirecuts, flettons, stocks, etc., it represents a factor 
of safety of between 4 and 5. 

fAmerican reinforced brickwork practice adopts 30 lb./sq. in. 
for permissible unit shear. Judging from the recent Canadian 
work mentioned in Section I, the value taken here represents a 
factor of safety of 5 for properly constructed reinforced brickwork. 

tHere the lower Japanese value is adopted: in U.S.A. values 
varying from 15 to 20 are adopted according to the proportion of 
lime to cement used in the mortar. 
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For balanced design, from equation (6c, 


M 
ba?= hence since b=1 inches. 
pif” - _ 
\ i _ __ 242, 760 
bpit, 13. 5 X 0.001208 X 0.9277 x 18,000 
20.87, say 26] inches .......... eter” 


and the area of steel required would be :- 
A,=pbd=0.00208 X 13.5 X 29§. 
=0.487 sq. inches ...........0.00. (Y 
It now remains to establish a brickwork arr: angement 
to suit these requirements (X) and (Y). Two alterna. 
tive arrangements are shown (A) and (B) (see 
figs 3 and 4), using respectively :— 
(A) 10 circular rods } in. diameter at 1}-in. centres 
in a horizontal mortar joint. 
Note.—A, for 10x } ¢ rods--0.4g1 sq. in. 
(B) 2 circular rods g-16ths in. diameter in vertical 


joints of a soldier course laid at the base of 


the beam. 
Note.—A, for 2 x 9-16th-in. rods= 
Numerical data: Arrangement (A) ie’ %. 


0.496 sq. in 


10 bricks at 22 ins. Ln 26} ins. 
g joints at 3 in. .. ae 3 32 ,, 
Half width of the 3-in. joint 
in which rods are placed ae 
d= 30 ins. 


Additional course to give 
thermal and decorative 
cover to steel joint (say, 


one brick) +-half steel joint 3 Ins. 
Total depth or 33 ins. 


Checking back :— 

Actual effective depth d= 
go ins.: theoretical (X) 

Actual area of steel used 
(see above) ; 

Theoretical area of steel for 
balanced design (Y) . = 0.487 » 

Actual weight of brickwork per foot run 


29.87 ins. 


= 0.491 sq. in. 


=b (d+-thermal cover) x 130 
12X12 
=402 lbs. 
Compare assumed weight of 400 Ibs. 
Numerical data: Arrangement (B) Fig. 4 


7 bricks at 22 ins. a 183 ins. 
+ ieee at 8 in. .. - ae ss 
Depth in soldier course 
joint of steel iy ae Th 5 
d= 29% ins. 
Remainder of soldier course 
joint as cover 14 ins. 


Total depth .. © rg ins. 
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Checking back :— the design calculations so closely that further adjustment 
Actual effective depth= would be unnecessary. 
theoretical (X) .. ++ = 295 ima. The next step is to examine the shear conditions, 
Actual area of steel used which are represented graphically in the accompanying 
(see above) os -. = 0.496 sq. in. Fig. 5. 
Theoretical area of steel for yw! ; 1,400 X 10.75 _ ion B 
balanced design (Y) .. = 0.487 ,, 2 a = 7:525 1DS. 
Actual weight of brickwork per foot run V 7,525 
; Unit shear= —;= - ——— 20.12 Ibs. 
DF i) PO bjd 13.5 0.9277 x 29.87 
~ §@X12 3 a value which is sufficiently close to the permissible 


= 390 lbs. unit shear (viz., 20 lbs.) as to justify omission of any 
It will thus be seen that either arrangement satisfies shear reinforcement. 
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Finally, the bond stress between the tension reinforce- 
ment and the brickwork must be considered. 
V 


Bond stress per unit area=: : 
jd < surface area 


of steel. 


Here that arrangement in which the surface area of 
the steel is less (viz. (B), Fig. 4), should be first 
examined : in arrangement (B - 
Since surface area of 2 Qq-16ths-in. circular rods is 
27 X diameter= 3.533 sq. ins. 
¥ 72525 
jd x surface area of steel 0.9277 X 29.87 X 3.533 


76.9 Ibs./sq. in. 
a unit bond stress which is less than the permissible value 
u==100 |bs./sq. in. 


Since the surface area of 10 }-in. circular rods is 
7.851 sq. ins., the unit bond stress in the case of arrange- 
ment (A) (Fig. 3) will be considerably less, viz. : 


\ 72525 


29.8 


34.0 lbs. Sq. i 


0.9277 : 


n. 
Hence, in either arrangement (A) or (B) the unit 
bond stress developed will be well under the permissible 
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ARRANGEMENT A. 
FIG. 3. 
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bond stress (u=100 lbs./sq. in.), and, therefore, no 
special anchorage of the ends is necessary. 


COROLLARY 

The example given above represents the design of 
the lintel beam ABCD (Fig. 2) of a single-storeyed 
structure where the load to be carried per toot run 
(of, say, the roof plus parapet wall EF) is 1,000 Ibs, 
If, however, the brickwork be continued upwards, as 
shown in Fig. 2, to form a two-storeyed building with 
a roof load at GH of 1,000 lbs. per foot run in addition 
to a similar load per foot run on AB to give a total 
height of brickwork of 17 ft. above CD (1.e., office o1 
warehouse space above floor AB 14 ft. 6 ins. high, 
plus 2-ft. 6-in. parapet), then, since this 17 ft. of brick- 
work has to be inserted for structural purposes, it can 
be all utilised as the effective depth for a beam, ic., 
d=204 ins. ‘This being the case, then, disregarding 
the known arch effect, which will actually transfer 
much of the load direct to the columns, this largely 
increased *‘ d*’ means a correspondingly large decrease 
both in p and f,. The actual values for balanced 
design of this extended beam then become :— 
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45 Ibs. /sa. in.=approx. 3 tons/sq. ft. 
18,000 Ibs. /sq. in. 
p== 0.000073 53= 0.007353 per cent. 
0.9804 
0.0589 
7” floor —roof load 2,000 lbs. ‘ft. run 
wt. of 17’ of brickwork 2,210 ,, 


” 


Seiad Ale ns eal hee Cot eToal C210" 5; 
Mf 729,850 inch Ibs. 
b= 13.5 inches. 
d=17 ft.=204 inches. 


A,= 0.2025 sq. in., a value which may be satisfied by 
either 3x5-16ths-in. 4 rods (A,—o0.228), 
arranged as in Fig. 3, or 2x 3-in. 4 rods 
(A,=0.220), arranged as in Fig. 4. 

Unit shear— 

V,=8.38 lbs. 
Bond stress for 3 x 5-16ths-in. 4, rods=38.4 lbs./sq. in. 
a i 2 x 3-in. a 48 - 

Hence in such a twos-storeyed structure as shown in 

Fig. 2, even neglecting the relieving arch effect, the 

insertion at CD of two or three light rods, without 

special anchorage or shear reinforcement, ensures 
perfect stability to vertical loads, even though the 
character of the brickwork be such that :— 
permissible f,=say 50 lbs./sq. in.=3} tons./sq. {t.* 
and, v,=unit shear =say 10 lbs. /sq. in. 

Since these values are much below* those justifiably 

adopted for usual load-bearing brickwork construction 

(i.e., horizontal and vertical joints filled), the immense 

value of even a very low percentage of reinforcement 

is clearly evident. Moreover, since neither shear 
reinforcement nor special anchorage is necessary, the 
brickwork above the axis of the steel can be bonded 
as desired. 
SECTION IV 

PossisLE DEVELOPMENT OF REINFORCED BRICKWORK 

It remains to suggest the lines along which reinforced 
brickwork construction is likely to develop. 

*The following data from B.R.S. Special Report No. 22. p. 20, 
are of interest in this connection : 

Crushing strength of g-in. wall, 


srick. g ft. high and 4 ft. 6 ins. wide, 
in tons/sq. ft. 
Fletton .. me = = 83 
Cellular Fletton 24 a 53 
London Stock .. ae irs 63 
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In addition to the application of this type of con- 
struction in those forms of beam of which the lintel 
and projecting (bay) window are examples, it is con- 
sidered that the series of investigations likely to be 
carried out in Great Britain, together with a close study 
of actual reinforced brickwork construction and _tech- 
nique abroad, will lead to its utilisation in Great Britain 
for : 

foundations, particularly where, owing to mining 
operations or peculiar geological conditions, there is 
danger of gross settlement cr sliding, or where even 
slight movement is to be avoided, as in gas-holder 
foundations. 

Wall construction in general, both to increase the load- 
bearing capacity of a given thickness of wall, and to 
confer enhanced stabliity against racking stresses such 
as may be set up by subsidence, by gross vibration 
due to seismic disturbances, intense traffic or heavy 
machinery or by blast effects, either industrial* or 
military (explosion of bombs and shells in the vicinity). 
In addition, applied to : 

Panel walls, it would justily the modification of the 
building regulations of the various administrative 
authorities, such as the London County Council, etc., 
regarding the maximum permissible sizes of brickwork 
panels. Moreover : 

Partition walls, lightly reinforced, become self-support- 
ing and hence, when inserted in upper storeys over 
open spans, do not require to be carried on separate 
beams or girders. Such reinforced partition walls 
may be utilised as load-bearing members to carry a 
share of the floor loads, and may quite conceivably 
form a valuable contribution to modern problems 
of the acoustic insulation of rooms. 

Columns can be designed in reinforced brickwork 
with load-bearing capacities comparable with those 
attainable with reinforced concrete and steel, exhibiting 
the further advantage of much greater resistance to fire. 

Chimney stacks. The introduction of reinforcement 
into factory chimneys will increase their stability both 
as regards settlement and wind pressure, and may 
justify considerable reduction in dead weight of brick- 
work. 

Ceilings in reinforced brickwork, applied to top storeys 
beneath pitched roofs, would act not only as additional 
fire-resistant barriers in terrace construction and as 
efficient thermal insulators in general construction, 
but would also serve as efficient stops to the types ol 
light incendiary bombs of which a single modern 
aeroplane can carry and discharge a very large number. 
The same construction utilised in all: 

Floors, by interposing a highly efficient fire-resisting 
barrier to every room, and so confining an outbreak of 
fire to its source, would represent a valuable contribution 
to the protection of life against fire. 





*It is of interest to note that reinforced brickwork wall con- 
struction has been used for the buildings of a well-known company 
producing gases under high pressure. 
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STANDARDS IN HOUSE BUILDING 


FORMATION OF THE NATIONAL HOUSE-BUILDERS’ REGISTRATION COUNCIL 


An important scheme to ensure quality of construction in houses built for sale has just been launched. Sponsored by the 
National Federation of Building Trades Employers, it aims at the registration of speculative house-builders, the enforce- 


ment of a standard specification of quality and the certification of houses. 
autonomous body fully representative of all interests, including the R.I.B.A. 


Ministry of Health and the Board of Trade. 


For many years what is known as * 
the jerry builder’ has been a matter of great public 
concern. The practice of providing the public with 
ready-made houses is an established one. No less than 
2,250,000 have been built since the Armistice. It is 
not uncommon to hear this work condemned wholesale 
as “‘jerry building ”’—a statement which is unfair to 
the numerous builders who provide dwellings of good 
quality. While it is true that the greater part of the 
housing built for sale falls short of the best practice in 


layout and design, by no means the same degree of 


condemnation can be applied in the matter of con- 
struction. Nevertheless, there is more than enough 
of actual bad building foisted on a hitherto unprotected 
public to justify the inception of this scheme. 


It is worth noting that the more reputable firms of 


builders are almost all members of the National Federa- 
tion of Building Trades Employers, the body initiating 
the scheme. These members provide, however, 
only about three-fifths of the total volume of houses 
built for sale. ‘Therefore the scheme of registration 
and certification is not only aimed at benefiting the 
house-buying public, but is also a measure of protection 
for the better elements of the building industry itself. 
It indeed aims at controlling the depredations of financial 
concerns—not properly builders at all—who look on the 
demand for houses merely as a means of filling their own 
pockets. These concerns, sometimes known as “ the 
build-and-run ” type, are a menace not only to the 
community but to the industry also. 


ORIGIN OF THE SCHEME 


The scheme was initiated by the N.F.B.T.E. about 
two years ago. An ad hoc body called the National 
Housing Standards Board was set up to investigate the 
problem and to discover whether it was possible to 
establish a standard minimum specification of quality 


in house construction, and, if so, to suggest a scheme of 


registration and certification to make the specification 
effective. ‘The Board was representative of the R.I.B.A., 
the Chartered Surveyors’ Institution, the British Stan- 
dards Institution, building societies, as well as of builders, 


both federated and unfederated. The Ministry of 


Health appointed an observer (Mr. S. Pointon Taylor 


the problem of 


The Council administering the scheme is an 


The scheme has received the approval of the 


The chairman of the Council is Sir Raymond Unwin. 


[F.]), and the collaboration of the Building Research 
Station and of the Forest Products Research Laboratory 
was obtained. The chairman was Sir Raymond 
Unwin, and the other R.I.B.A. representatives were 
Mr. Stanley C. Ramsey |[F.] and Mr. G. E. §, 
Streatfeild [F.]. 

The Board produced a model standard specification 
concurrently with the scheme for registration and 
control. These were submitted to and approved by 
the Ministry of Health and the Board of Trade. There 
followed the setting up of the National House-Builders’ 
Registration Council. 


MEMBERSHIP OF THE COUNCIL 


Lord Dudley, Honorary President; Lord Askwith, 
Honorary Vice-President ; the Rt. Hon. Sir Leslie Scott, 
Honorary Vice-President ; Sir Giles Gilbert Scott, R.A., 
Honorary Vice-President ; Sir Harold Bellman, Chairman 
of the Building Societies’ Association, Honorary Vice- 
President ; Sir Raymond Unwin, Chairman; Mr. A. J. 
Belton, Mr. J. F. Bushell, Mr. Holroyd F. Chambers, 
F.S.I., Mr. R. Coppock, General Secretary of the 
National Federation of Building Trades Operatives, 
Mr. David Edwards, M.Inst.C.E., Mr. Geo. Elmer, 
Vice-President of the National Federation of Building 
Trades Operatives, Mr. A. Francis, Mr. H. H. George, 
Assistant Secretary of the Ministry of Health, Mr. L. A. 
Gerrard, Mr. E. B. Gillett, F.S.I., Mr. J. G. Gray, 
Dr. J. Greenwood Wilson, Medical Officer of Health 
of Cardiff, Mr. E. C. Harris, F.S.I., Mr. George Hicks, 
M.P., President of the National Federation of Building 
Trades Operatives, Mr. C. Hoare, Mr. G. E. Jackson, 
Mr. John Laing, Mr. S. Pointon Taylor [F.], Chiet 
Housing Architect of the Ministry of Health, Mr. 
Stanley C. Ramsey [F.], Mr. H. R. Selley, M.P., 
Mr. Andrew Stewart, F.C.1.S., Mr. G. E. S. Streatfeild 
[F.], Mr. Norman Wates, and Ald. A. W. Wills. 

The above members have been appointed by the 
Ministry of Health (two observers) ; R.J.B.A. ; Chartered 
Surveyors’ Institution ; National Federation of Building 
Trades Employers ; Building Societies’ Association ; 
National Federation of Building Trades Operatives ; 
Council for the Preservation of Rural England ; Institu- 
tion of Municipal and County Engineers ; Auctioneers’ 
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and Estate Agents’ Institute. A Medical Officer of 


Health has also been included. 


DESCRIPTION OF THE SCHEME 
The scheme comprises the following four points :— 
(2) The formulation of a minimum. standard 
specification for ordinary houses. 
(b) The registration of builders who undertake to 
build houses in conformity with this standard. 
(c) The certification of houses so built. 


(d) The establishment of the Council to deal 
with registration and certification. 

In addition it is hoped it will prove practicable to 
arrange for a system of insurance, whereby, in the event 
of failure on the part of the builder, the house-purchaser 
would be able to secure the costs of remedying defects 
ascribable to non-compliance with the specification. 


THE STANDARD SPECIFICATION 


The success of the scheme depends to no small extent 
on the level of general quality as fixed by the specifica- 
tion. ‘The full specification is far too lengthy to repro- 
duce here, but architects interested may obtain a copy 
from the Secretary of the Council,* and any other 
particulars they may require. Since it has been 
drawn up in collaboration with the Ministry of Health 
(Mr. S. Pointon Taylor acted as chairman of the draft- 
ing sub-committee), the Building Research Station, the 
Forest Products Research Laboratory, and the British 
Standards Institution, it is a document of no small 
importance. Much of it is necessarily written in general 
terms to cover local differences in materials and building 
practice. Yet the impression left by a study of it is 
that it accurately defines building of reasonably good 
quality, that it has been drafted with a shrewd eye on 
the more nefarious methods of cutting quality, but that 
it will not raise the cost of building. ‘The Minister of 
Health would naturally not have approved any scheme 
which would do the last. 


REGISTRATION 

The conditions for registration of builders under the 

scheme will include :— 

1. Being duly proposed and seconded by registered 
house-builders and approved by the Council (the 
Council may, in their discretion, dispense with the 
requirement of a proposer and seconder) ; 

2. Undertaking that all houses built shall be up to 
the standard laid down in the model specification ; 

3. Agreement to permit representatives of the Council 
to inspect works during progress and after com- 
pletion ; 

4. Undertaking to apply to the Council in respect of 
each house built for a certificate that the specifica- 
tion has been complied with ; 

*13 Russell Square, W.C.1. 
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5. The giving of a guarantee to the house purchaser 
that the builder will make good at his own expense 
all defects arising out of non-compliance with the 
specification which occur during a period of two 
years ; 

6. In case of any dispute arising as to liability under 
this guarantee, the builder shall undertake (if the 
owner shall also undertake) to abide by the decision 
of an assessor or tribunal appointed by the Council. 


CERTIFICATION 


The Registration Council will issue certificates in 
respect of houses built by registered builders. ‘These 
certificates will state : (a) that the builder is a registered 
house-builder ; (6) that his work has been open and 
subject to periodical inspection on behalf of the Council ; 
(c) that there is appended the guarantee of the builder 
to make good any defects that appear within a period 
of two years due to non-compliance with the specifica- 
tion ; and (d) (when insurance is incorporated in the 
scheme) that there is also appended an undertaking 
by . . . Assurance Company to guarantee the pur- 
chaser’s rights in case of the builder’s default or 
insolvency. 


It should be observed that the guarantee referred to 
under (c) above is not in any sense a maintenance 
guarantee. It is in plain language only a guarantee 
that the builder has in fact done what he has said he 
has done, and that if by inadvertence or for some other 
cause he has not been as good as his word, he will 
make good his undertaking without cost to the pur- 
chaser. All builders are aware that defects—in many 
cases not serious, although more grave in others—may 
become apparent in a house through the operations of 
time and weather, neglect in maintenance or some 
other cause quite unconnected with the quality of 
craftsmanship and materials employed by the builder. 
In case of such defects appearing ro liability whatever 
would rest upon the builder under the guarantee he is 
required to give as a condition of registration. 


FINANCE 

The following scale of charges has been decided on : 
Registration :— 

First year—3 guineas per member. 

Renewal: 1 guinea per annum. 


Certification :— 


Houses below £350 14 gns. per house. 
between £350 and £450 13 
30 5° 14 
" > £450 ,, £600 2 
oe os £600 ,, £900 24 
oe over £9goo 2h 
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Book Reviews 


ART EDUCATION IN LONDON 
REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON ADVANCED ART EDUCATION 
IN LonNDON. 8vo. 36 pp. For Board of Education by H.M.S.O. 
London. 1936. od. 

The Committee on Advanced Art Education in London 
was appointed in May 1935 to examine the possibilities of 
increased correlation of the work of the Royal College of 
Art with that of other institutions of similar standing in 
London and to advise on any measures which might be 
necessary to bring increased correlation about and to advise 
on buildings. 

The Committee has come to the opinion that notwith- 
standing the success and prestige which it has achieved in 
various directions it is impossible to feel that all is well with 
the Royal College. It is not merely that the accommodation 
and equipment are inadequate, but that the students are 
tending more and more to take up the teaching rather than 
the practice of Art as their work in life. ‘‘ Indeed .. . of 
those who entered the College at the beginning of the current 
session no less than 80 per cent. had expressed their intention 
of becoming teachers of Art, as they saw no prospects of 
making a reasonable competence in any other artistic 
field.” 

The great need, the Committee feel, is for the College to 
be reconstructed as a school for the training of practitioners 
in ** Applied Art,’’ and that as an essential element of reform 
the relationship between the College and industry should be 
made closer. ‘These two features underlie the whole of their 
report. The practical reforms which are proposed are all 
directed to this end: that the College, working closely in 
contact with other schools, such as the L.C.C. Central School 
of Arts and Crafts, should become the central, national, 
Government subsidised school for industrial designers. ‘To 
attain this it is proposed that the pedagogic course should be 
discontinued, the contacts with industry should be realistic, 
including courses for students in the economic aspects of 
design, that there should be opportunities for students to 
study factory conditions and that the buildings and equipment 
should in every respect be adequate for the enlarged scope 
of the curriculum. 

Some years ago, realising that the present College buildings 
were inadequate, the Board acquired an island site opposite 
the Victoria and Albert Museum, now occupied by the 
French Institute. The Committee regard this site as unsuit- 
able, both on account of size and position, though they recom- 
mend the acquisition of a site not less than one and a half 
acres in area in the museum neighbourhood. The Com- 
mittee’s recommendations on buildings are, within the terms 
of their mandate, as admirable as they are precise. ‘They end 
with the encouraging statement that ‘‘ they cannot refrain 
from expressing the hope that the opportunity will be taken 
to erect a building designed on modern lines and worthy of a 
national institution for the study of Art in its highest forms.” 

As was perhaps inevitable proposals were made to the 
Committee that, rather than extend the industrial design side 
of the Royal College, this side of its work should be delegated 
to the Central School. The inadequacy of the Central 
School’s buildings was the fact which helped most definitely 
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to make the Committee decide against this. The Central 


School will remain the Central London School, the Royal 
College will be the National School. The Central Sclioot has, 


however, attained eminence in particular studies (printing 
and silversmithing), and these, the Committee suggests, should 
remain its particular charge. The Courtauld Institute shall 


be the central institution for teaching the History and Apprecia- 
tion of Art and the Royal Academy and Slade Schools the 
leading schools for teaching Fine Art. The Committee con- 
sidered suggestions for abolishing altogether the Fine Art 
courses at the College, but decided that ** the discontinuance 
of Fine Art teaching at the Royal College would be a retro- 
grade step. The creative designer must be a finished artist, 
and drawing, painting and sculpture are the backbone of an 
artistic education. . . . The presence in the College of a body 
of persons studying Fine Art for its own sake cannot 
fail to exercise a broadening and educative influence upon the 
students of design, especially those who have spent some years 
in industry.” 


The report as a whole is admirable in substance and in 
the method of its presentation. The Committee can be 
congratulated on the realism of their approach and con- 
clusions, and on the wisdom they showed in calling upon 
such men as Dr. Gropius and experienced and_ successful 
designers to give evidence. 


MODERN THEATRE DESIGN 
Peatri, by Bruno Moretti. gto. 142 pp. Milan : Ulrico Hoepli, 
1936. 80 Lire. 

A reviewer is placed at an initial disadvantage when he is 
asked to review a book written in a language with which he 
is totally unacquainted ; so it is that the subject matter of this 
recent Italian publication on the modern theatre, cinema, 
and concert hall must perforce remain without comment so 
far as I am concerned. By much good fortune, the book is 
copiously illustrated and docketted with plans and sections, 
and judgment within these limited terms must suffice for this 
occasion. 

An examination of the illustrations reveals the complete 
transformation which has occurred in the last twenty vears 
from the fruity Victorian atmosphere of the old theatre to 
the clean-cut austerity of its modern counterpart. Gone are 
the plaster cherubs, garlands, musical instruments, nude ladies 
and crimson plush which gave our respected fathers such an 
eyeful of delight in the late nineties ; and with the passing ot 
these decorative joys has gone the delicious atmosphere of 
fusty sumptuousness for the loss of which some may possibly 
sigh with regret. 

Now, in some of the advanced modern theatres, the process 
of elimination in interior decoration has been carried to 
ruthless extremes, and there is no joy left ; to be entertained 
amid surroundings of morgue-like severity is to be robbed of 
part of the excitement which comes from pleasurable antici- 
pation, for there are few humans who have “ progressed” 
sufficiently far yet not to be depressed to the point of abject 
gloom by the stark severity of the more advanced modern 
forms of decoration. The interior of the Cinema, Paris, Madrid, 
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is a typical specimen of the peculiar form of barrenness which 
‘s considered by some to be so desirable to-day. 

There is. of course, a form of decorative austerity which is 


intrinsically beautiful; the lovely interior of the Babylon 
Cinema. berlin, by Hans Poelzig exemplifies this quality to 
The Deli Cinema, at Breslau, by the same archi- 
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modern interior design with which this book is so abundantly 
illustrated. 

One of the worst cinema exteriors of any in the world is 
surely the Takarayuka Theatre in Yokohama ; this front 
exhibits the worst of modern forms. It is clumsy and inept, 
and except that it provides the author with an example which 


justifies the international scope of his collection of modern 


theatres there is no other reason for its inclusion. 

England is represented by four theatres and cinemas ; thi 
Cambridge and Shakespeare Memorial Theatres, and two 
cinemas by Mr. Robert Cromie—the Regal, Wimbledon, and, 
what is probably his best design, the Plaza. Sutton. 

The cinema designer and interior decorator will find this 
book an invaluable reviver when the fount of his inspiration 
shows signs of drving up. y. ROE, 


Review of Periodicals 


Attempt is made in this review to refer to the more important articies in all the journals recetved by the Library. None of the 
journals mentioned are in the Loan Library, but the Librarian will be pieased to give information about prices and where 


Members can have photostat copies of particular articles made 


at their vwn cost on 


application to the Librarian. 


ertectit 

2a has a staircase possessing a plastic character of great 
snterest. In the St. George Theatre in Paris there is a new 
and exciting type of proscenium treatment having cunningly 
concealed light sources. 

[The Comedy Theatre, Bucharest, has a most delightfully 
proport ned foyer of unaffected charm, with a dual lighting 
system, concealed and direct. A French example of gracious 
shape and beautiful line is the Theatre le Chezy in Neuilly. 
These but a few of the many examples of really good 

each journal can be obtained. 
SCHOOLS 


ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW. 
Three London Schools. 

1. Burlington School for Girls) Hammersmith, by Sir John 
Burnet, ‘Tait and Lorne [FF.]. 

2. Junior School, King Alfred School, Hampstead, by E. C. 
Kaufmann. 

3. Lady Bankes Council School, Ruislip, by W. T. Curtis and 
H. W. Burchett. [F.A.]. 

BurtpING. 1937. January. P. 6. 

ARCHITECT AND BuiLpiInc News. 1937. 15 January. P. 62 
Burlington School, Hammersmith, by Burnet, Tait and Lorne 
[FF.]._ Accommodation for 500 girls, plans, elevations and 
sections. 

Information sheet showing steel construction in “* Building.” 

BuILDER. 1937. 8 January. P. 111. 

Battersea Grammar School, Streatham, by J. F. K. Harrison [A.]. 
UNIVERSITIES AND COLLEGES 

BuitpER. 1937. 8 January. P. 73. 

New British Girls’ College, Alexandria, by G. Grey Wornum 
{F.].. Plans and aerial perspective drawings. 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1937. 7 January. P. 11. 

BuILDER. 1937. 8 and 15 January, Pp. 115 and 171. 

ARCHITECT AND BurtpInG News. 1937. & January. 
Gloucester ‘Technical College Competition. 
EXHIBITIONS 

LA ConstRucCTION MODERNE (PARIS). 1937. 

Pe aor. 
Les Musées D’ Art Moderne, International Exhibition, 1937. Paris 
LIBRARIES 

Tue Lrprary AssociATION REcoRD. 1937. January. P. 13. 
The National Library of Scotland, by R. Fairlie [F.]. Pro- 
posed s¢ heme. 

INSTITUTIONAL 

3UILDER. 8 January. P. 83. 

New Building for St. Catherine’s Society, Oxford, by Hubert 
Worthington [F.]. 
MUNICIPAL 

BuILDER. 1937. & January. P. 69. 

New Municipal Buildings for Bristol, by E. Vincent Harris 
{[F.]. Plans and aerial views of model. 


1937. January. 


P.46. 


3 January. 


1937- 


ARCHITECT AND BuILDING NEws. 1937. 
Law Courts. Current Notes by E. and O. E. 

BUILDER. 1937. 15 January. P. 163. 

Middlesex County Offices, Brentford, by W. T. Curtis [F.]. 

BUILDER. 1937. 15 January. P. 173. 

ARCHITECT AND BuitpING News. 1937. 8& January. 
Competition for new Law Courts and Police Station, Watford. 

BuILDER. 1937. 15 January. P. 175. 

ARCHITECT AND Buitpinc News. 1937. 8 January. 
Competition for new Law Courts and Police Station, Bishop’s 
Stortford. 

SPORTS BUILDINGS 

L’EpoguE (BrussELs). 1936. No. 10. 

The Olympic Stadium at Paris. Projet by MM. J. Greber, 
A. Mallet-Stevens, G. A. Pingusson, and M. E. H. Rotival. 

ARKITEKTEN (COPENHAGEN). 1936. No. 12. P. 221. 
New Sports Centre, Frederiksberg, by A. Hansen. The new 
tennis stadium. 

La TECHNIQUE SANITAIRE (Paris). 1936. November. 
Special swimming bath number illustrating several baths on 
the Continent—articles on equipment, water treatment, etc. 

BuILDER. 1937. @& January. P. tor. 

The Jockey Club, Newmarket, by Richardson and Gill [FF.]. 
OFFICES 

BAuUKUNST (BERLIN). i937. January. No.1. P. 1. 

New Offices for the Air Ministry, Miinster, by E. Sagebiel. 

ARCHITECT AND BuiLtpiInc News. 1937. Vol. 149. 15 

January. P. 76. 
The Offices, Dartington Hall, Devon, by William Lescaze 
and R. Henig. <A double-story reinforced concrete structure 
upholding the tradition of good modern designat Dartington Hall. 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1937. Vol. 85. 14 January. P. 57. 
Council Offices, Welwyn Garden City, by C. H. Elsom and 
H. Stone, containing offices, fire station. mcrtuary and garages. 
SHOPS AND DEPARTMENTAL STORES 

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW. 1937. January. P. 25. 

Shop for the sale of nursery equipment, by Ern6é Goldfinger 
and G. W. Flower. 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1937. 7 January. P. 11. 
Automobile Showrooms, Glasgow. by R. Mervyn Noad and 


Wallace. 


8 Janu ry. P. 91. 


j 
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BuitpER. 1937. 8 January. P. 105. 
New Store for D. H. Evans & Co., Ltd., Oxford Street, W., 
by L. Blanc [Z.]. Plans, sections and photographs. 
BUILDING. 1937. January. P. 31. 
Departmental Stores. Comparative plans. 
ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1937. 7 January. P. 25. 
Shops. Exterior surfaces. The first of a series. 
WELFARE 
BauxkunstT (BERLIN). 1937. January. No.1. P. 9. 
A Group of Public Buildings in Braunschweig, including 
training school for officers, school for the Hitler Yugend, 
almshouses, and building for workers’ uniforms service. 
HOSPITALS 
CHANTIERS (ALGIERS). 
Red Cross Maternity 
Bartning. 


1936. No. 12. 
Hospital, 


P. 625. 


Luxembourg, by Otto 


ARKITEKTEN (HEtsincrors). 1936. No. 10. P. 148. 
Military Hospital. Plans. 

ByYGGMASTEREN (STOCKHOLM). 1936. No. 39. P. 464. 
Pathology Laboratories in Sabbatsberg Hospital. Plans. 

BYGGMASTEREN (STOCKHOLM). 1936. No. 39. P. 459. 


Eastman Dental Institute. Plans, sections and photographs. 
ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1937. Vol. 85. 14 January. P. 47. 
Scarborough Hospital, by Wallace Marchment [f.]. A 
simple, attractive structure with 140 beds and accommodation 
for surgical, medical, ophthalmic, maternity, children and 
paying patients. Nurses’ home adjacent. 
CINEMAS 
ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1937. 7 Janvary. P. 37. 


/ 
Cameo News Theatre, London, by A. Macdonald. 


STUDIOS 


ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1937. Vol. 85. 14 January. P. 78. 
Warner Brothers film studio, Teddington, by A. Stanley 
Roberts [Z.].  Brick-faced buildings for studios, offices, 


power house, etc. 
ARCHITECT AND BuitpInG News. 1937. Vol. 149. 15 
January. P. 82. 
The A.V.R.O. Broadcasting Studios, Hilversum, by Merkel- 
bach and Karsten. The fan-shaped plan as a solution to 
the peculiar acoustical requirements of broadcasting studios. 

ARCHITECTURAL REcorb. 1936. December. No. 12. P. 439. 
W. W. J. Broadcasting Station, by A. Kahn. Plans and 
photographs. 

RELIGIOUS 

Cuantiers (Avciers). 1936. No. 12. P. 623. 
Church of Port-Lyautey (Maroc), by A. Laforque. 

Domus (Mian). 1936. December. P. 1. 
Contemporary religious art. Comprising 
graphs of continental churches. 

ARCHITECT AND BurLpING News. 1937. 15 January. P. 71. 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1937. 7 January. P. 12. 

ARCHITECTURAL REviIEW. 1937. January. P. 23. 
Roman Catholic Church of St. Monica, Bootle, by F. X. 
Velarde [F.]. 

ARCHITECT AND BuiLpiInG News. 1937. & January. P. 42. 
Church of the Holy Spirit, Harlescott, by A. L. North [A.]. 

ARCHITECT AND Buitpinc News. 1937. Vol. 149. 15 

January. P. 71. 
John Keble Church, Mill Hill, by D. F. Martin-Smith [A.]. 
HOTELS 
BouwkKUNDIG WEEKBLAD ARCHITECTURA 
1936. 26 December. P. 529. 
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Grand Hotel, Hilversum, by J. Duiker. Incorp rating a 
small private theatre. General views, plans and sections, 
ARCHITECT AND BuiLpDING News. 1937. Vol. 149. 15 
January. P. 94. : 
ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1937. Vol. 85. 14 January. P. 71, 
The Comet, Hatfield, Herts, by E. B. Musman [F-.]. Con. 
tains bars, restaurant, lounge, dance floor and sleeping 
accommodation. ‘* Aeroplane ’’ plan. 


DOMESTIC 

BUILDER. 1937. 8 January. P. 92. 
Recent urban flats. “* The Grampians,” Shepherd’s Bush, and 
** Westminster Gardens,’ Westminster. 

TER Es Forma (BupApPEsT). 1936. No. 12. P. 396. 
Middle class apartment houses. 

ARCHITECTURAL REviIEW. 1937. January. P. 19. 
House at Farmington, Connecticut, by H. R. Hitchcock. 

ARCHITECTS’ JOURNAL. 1937. Vol. 85. 14 January. P. 63. 

ARCHITECT AND BurLpING News. 1937. & January. P. 33. 
Athenaeum Court, Piccadilly (luxury flats), by Adie, Button 
and Partners. Plans, sections and photographs. Planned to 
be let as small single units or occupied as suites. 

ARCHITECT AND Burtpinc News. 1937. Vol. 149. 15 

January. P. go. 

Fairacres,’ Roehampton, by Minoprio and 


“e 


Spenceley 


[AA.]. An extensive block of sixty-four luxury flats. Semi- 
elliptical plan. 
La ConstRucTION MODERNE (PARIS). 1937. 10 January. 
P. 246. 
Restaurant, Le Grand Vatel, by M. A. Prunier. 
MATERIALS 
BuILpInG. 1937. January. P. 33. | 
Comparative costs of tile, terrazzo and mosaic paving. 
CONSTRUCTION 
BuILDER. 1937. 8 January. P. 128. 
Timber in London Buildings. Proposed L.C.C. bye-laws. 
BUILDER. 1937. 8 January. Supplement. 


Drainage Calculator—based on the Ministry of Health’s 
storm-water formula. 

BUILDING. 1937. January. P. 41. 
Noise reduction. The first of a series of articles by Prof. 
Kreuger, Sweden. 


EQUIPMENT 
L’ ARCHITECTURE (PArRIs). 
Solid fuel heating equipment. 
HISTORICAL 
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW. 1937. January. P. 31. 
Some lesser-known architects of the 19th century. 
ARCHITECT AND BurLtpING News. 1937. Vol. 149. 15 
January. P. 86. 
Nicholas Barbon (c. 1640-1698) : ‘‘ A speculative builder in 
the time of Wren.”’ Article by John Summerson. 


1936. December. 
Special number. 


GENERAL 
ARCHITECTURAL REvIEW. 1937. January. P. 15. 
Modern Italy. A comparison of the national simplified 


academical style with the modern international style practised 
in Italy. 
ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW. 1997. 
Colour—the English Tradition. 
WERK (ZuRICH). 1937. January. No. 1. 
Special Swedish Number, illustrating many 
Swedish buildings. 


January. P. 41. 
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Accessions to the Library 
1936-1937—III (Continued) 


ALLIED ARTS AND ARCHAZ OLOGY 
*seNTIG (HEINRICH) 
pana und kunst. Eine untersuchung iiber geschichte und 
theorie der modernen kunstgewerbebewegung. 
ol”. 434 pp. Jena: Gustav Fischer. 1909. (12s.) P. 
TWEED (JOHN) ; ; 
John Tweed sculptor. A memoir. [Lendal Tweed and Francis 
Watson, eds.] ; 
83". 208 pp. + pls. Lond.: Lovat Dickson. 1936. 12s. 6d. R. 
Scuneck (A. G.) and Kaprier (Gustav) 
Die Konstruktion des mdbels. (Das Mébel als gebrauchs- 
gegenstand sertes, 1.) 
ci 113”. 77 pp. Stuttgart: J. Hoffmann. 
[between 1932 and -36.] (12s. 6d.) P. 
SocieTy OF ANTIQUARIES OF LONDON 
Archeologia. Vol. Ixxxv (2 S. vol. xxxv). 
1936. R. 
Including :— 
Atkinson (T. D.). 
Cathedral. 
Cave (C. J. P.). The Roof bosses of Lincoln Cathedral. 
O’Neil (B. H. St. J.) Dartmouth Castle, etc. 
Arnens: British ScHooL at ATHENS 
*Annual. No. xxxiv. Session 1933-1934. 


Medieval figure sculpture in Winchester 


1936. R. 
BUILDING SCIENCE 
APPARATUS 
LereziGER Messamt [LErpziG INTERNATIONAL INDUSTRIES Farr] 
Technical reports: 14. Building machines and appliances for 
the building site. By von Rothe. 
pam. 113”. Berlin. 1936. 
Presented by the London Office of the Fair. 
BuILDING PRACTICE 
BuILDING INDUSTRIES NATIONAL COUNCIL 
[Press notices, @c.] 
dupl. typescript. 13”. Lond. 1936—. 
EasTERN COUNTIES JOINT CONSULTATIVE BOARD OF ARCHITECTS 
AND BUILDERS 
Chairman’s report [on 1933-36], etc. 
leaflet. 134”. np. 1936. R. 
MATERIALS 
Descu (H. E.) 
Commercial timbers of the Malay Peninsula . . 
notes by C. F. Symington. 
10”. (x) + 73pp. Kuala Lumpur : Caxton Press. 1936. R. 
DEPARTMENT OF SCIENTIFIC & INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH : FOREST 
Propucts RESEARCH 
Records :— 
ye 11. (Timber series No. 3.) The Properties of home-grown 
oak. 


. with botanical 


1936. 6d. R. 
No. 12. (Timber series No. 4.) Seraya, meranti and lauan. 

1936. 6d. R. 
Report) sos, fOr ss. WOgg: 

1936. 2s. R. 


DEPARTMENT OF SCIENTIFIC AND INDUSTRIAL RESEARCH: 
BuILDING RESEARCH 
Bulletins :— 
*No. 5. The properties of breeze and clinker aggregates, etc. 
x ended. 1936. Copy for Loan Library. 
*No. 15. Lightweight concrete aggregates. F. M. Lea. 
9?”. Lond. :H.M.S.O. 1936. 4d. R (2). 
ANDREWS (A.) and Munsy (A. E.) 
*Painting problems. (Research Association of British Paint, 
Colour and Varnish Manufacturers.) 
pam. 84’. Lond. : Paint Research Station. 1936. R (2). 


CONSTRUCTION 
Nicuots (T. B.) 
*An Introduction to masonry. 
74”. xi+169 pp. Lond.: English Univs. Press. 
1936. 4s. R. & P. 
SANITARY SCIENCE AND EQUIPMENT 
FaBeR (Oscar) and KELL (J. R.) 
*Heating and air-conditioning of buildings. 
g}”. xiv+434 pp.+xxxv pls. Lond. : Archl. Press. 
r690.. £1 58. KR. & PP. 
GREENE (A. M.) 
*Principles of heating, ventilating and air conditioning. 
g”. viit446 pp. New York: John Wiley ; Lond. : 
Chapman & Hall. 1936. £1 2s. 6d. R. & P. 
ENGINEERING 
NELSON (W. R.) 
The Boulder Canyon [dam] project. (From Smithsonian report 
for 1935.) 
pam. 93”. Washington : U.S. Govt. Printing Office. 1936. R. 
TOPOGRAPHY 
LEICESTER, Corporation: PUBLICITY AND 
CoMMITTEE 
The City of Leicester. Official guide. 
11”. 47 pp. Leicester: Information Bureau. 1936. Is. 
Presented by the Committee. 


DEVELOPMENT 


CHAMBERS (J. D.) 
The Village. (B.B.C. Talks pamphlet.) 
pam. 834”. Lond. 1936. 4d. P. 
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING, GARDENS, RURAL 
PRESERVATION 
TOWN PLANNING INSTITUTE 
Year book . . . 1936-7. (No. 3.) 
1936. 2s. R. 
JOHANNESBURG 
Johannesburg. Provisional town planning scheme. . . . By the 
regional planning consultants [Adams, Thompson & Fry]. 
Explanatory report. 
Preliminary statement of proposals for development. 
2vols. 13”. Johannesburg. 1936. 
Presented by Mr. 7. Longstreth Thompson [F.]. 
Haywarp (S. Pascoe) 
Restriction of Ribbon Development Act 1935. 
84”. vi+96 pp. Lond. : Estates Gazette. [1936.] 6s. P. 
MALCHER (FRITZ) 
The Steadyflow trafficsystem. (Harvard City Planning Studies, ix.) 
g?”. ix+g91 pp. Camb., Mass. : 
Harvard U.P. 1935. 4s. 6d. P. 
LANGEWIESCHE, publ. 
Der Deutsche park vornehmlich des 18. jahrhunderts. (Die 
Blauen Biicher series.) 
103”. 128 pp. Leipzig, &c. 1927. (4s.) P. 
NATIONAL TRUST 
Freehold and leasehold properties, etc. 
1936. 
Report 1935-1936. 
1936. 
—Presented by Mrs. C. Bache. 
CoUNCIL FOR THE PRESERVATION OF RURAL ENGLAND: PEAK 
District ADVISORY PANEL 
Small houses and bungalows suitable for the Peak district. 
(Sheffield and Peak District Branch.) 
pam. 9}”. Sheffield. 1936. 6d. R. 
BIRMINGHAM Civic SOCIETY 
Report, 1935-6. 
1936. R. 
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AN INVITATION FROM GERMANY 


The R.I.B.A. has received an invitation from Herr 
Carl Diening, the Secretary of the Westphalian section 
of the Reichskammer der bildenden Kiinste, Fach- 
gruppe Architekten, for twelve architects to visit Miinster 
and its neighbourhood as the guests of the Westphalian 
architects, with the suggestion that a similar visit should 
be arranged for twelve of the German architects to 
England. 

The matter has been considered by the Foreign 
Relations Committee, who are of the opinion that Herr 
Diening’s suggestion is a good one, but must be con- 
ditional on the absolute assurance that we, in this country, 
will be able to fulfil our part by providing hospitality 
for the Miinster architects in return for the hospitality 
which they are offering us in their country. 

The following extracts from Herr Diening’s ietter 
are published at the request of the committee : 

DEAR Mr. CarTER, 

. The architects of Miinster invite some English 
architects—perhaps 10 or 12—to come to Miinster for 
8 to 10 days at our expense. We would like to show 
them Miinster with its famous old buildings. We would 
also visit with the English architects the West German 


towns (Dortmund, Essen, Diisseldorf, K6lIn, and s0 g 
and the Rhenisch-Westphalian industrial 


stricts ay 
the State motor roads. 


We are willing to pay all the expenses of their sta 
in Germany, and having ourselves, as you know, no mear 
at the present time of getting abroad in the ordinar 


Ss 


way, we hope to be able to go to England after thi 
visit on the same terms. 

I hope that you will be so kind as to give my propos 
to the general meeting, and we should be very glad | 
be able to show our English colleagues the old culty 
of historic Germany and the most interesting works ; 
modern Germany. You can fix the date of your stay 
yourself; I should only be glad to know about it as soo: 
as possible. 

Yours truly, 
Car Drenrnc, 

Any English architects who would like to take 
advantage of this offer, and who will be prepared t 
make a definite offer of hospitality to the German 
architects for their return visit here, or pay a definite 
sum (which will have to be arranged) to house and 
entertain the Germans, are asked to write without delay 
to the Secretary of the R.I.B.A. 





Correspondence 


MODERN ART AND ARCHITECTURE 


Aldringham, 


Leiston, Suffolk. 
14.1. 37. 
To the Editor, JouRNAL R.I.B.A. 

Sir,—I have just been reading ** Modern Art and Architecture ” 
as reported in the R.I.B.A. JoURNAL of g January. 

The revelations in it are certainly astonishing, especially to one 
who helped to found the modern movement in art in pre-war days. 

From L. Moholy-Nagy I learn that space is space. There 
cannot be any mistake about this, for he alludes to it no less than 
fifty-one times in a few columns. Does anyone want to argue ? 
From N. Gabo I get a further idea about space. He says: “A 
building exists not only as a dwelling place, it exists in space, and 
as such it acts in space.”’ 

Eileen Holding tells us that, ‘* Unlike a book, a painting is 
unique, once soiled it is irreplaceable.”” Now we know why we have 
a National Gallery and a Wallace Collection. 

Mr. Herbert Read tells us that there exists a play of forces 
between sculpture and architecture. I put the same remark in my 
notebook when I heard it at a lecture at the Architectural 
Association in 1911. 


Yours, etc., 


C. H. Lay [F.] 


WALTER MILLARD 
Fortfield Chambers, 
Sidmouth. 
11.1.9]. 
To the Editor, JouRNAL R.I.B.A. 

S1r,—In Mr. Lucas’s addition to his notes on Walter Millard 
he mentions that he spoke to Rickards at the R.A. Schools. 
I think, though it is a matter of little importance, that he is 
riistaken. I was in the schools at the same time as Lanchester 
and Stewart, but I think I am right in saying that Rickards 
was never an R.A. student. I think Mr. Lucas means t! 
old A.A., where Millard, Baggallay, Leonard Stokes and others 
were all giving us the benefit of their help. 

Price was a shining light in those days at the A.A., and | 
have always remembered a travesty produced at the West- 
minster Town Hall in which the author made play with the 
names in a verse containing ** What Priceless luck if we could 
Bag-a-lay.”’ 

Yours truly, 
R. W. Sampson [L.] 
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\N APPEAL FOR LOUTH SPIRE 
63 High Holborn, W.C.1. 
6:1.97- 
To the Editoey, JOURNAL R.I.B.A. 

Dear Six.—May I appeal to all members of the Royal 
Institute and the Allied Societies for the Restoration Fund of 
the world-‘amed 16th-century spire of Louth, the ‘‘ Luda” 
of medieval times. ‘The last occasion when this spire suffered 
severely was nearly a century ago, and when Mr. John Dales 
had finished his scaffolding a sketch—reproduced in this 
issue—was made of it. Now, quite suddenly, a bad settlement 
has occurred, and death-watch beetle has got a hold on the 
oakwork. Probably quite £10,000 will be required. 

A good two-page detail of this lovely spire, which is upwards 
of 300 ft. high, is given in the first volume of the classic work 
on Gothic architecture of our English churches by the late 
Francis Bond, himself an ‘‘ Old Ludensian.’’ I need not 
reiterate universal praise of the beauty of proportion and 
unsurpassed grace of Louth spire. Its wonderful “ flying 
buttresses’? and general perfection of its detail place it in the 
categorv of Salisbury ; it suffers none of the distortion of the 
much earlier example at Grantham, for its staircase angle 
buttresses are identical with those of the other angles. 

Not only on account of my family’s long association as 
builders with the lovely old Renaissance town of Louth, but 
because this year I have the honour to be President of the 
“Old Ludensian”’ Club connected with Louth School (a 
flourishing institution even in the early 13th century), I venture 
to make this appeal. Lovers of Tennyson may be assured 
that his ‘‘ bells were probably those of this church, and the 
“Poems by Two Brothers ”’ were published here. Canadians 
have their early hero, John Franklin ; Virginia their founder, 
John Smith, and even Turkey is interested in it through the 
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founder of their navy, Hobart, while an earlier adventurer 
than all these was Bolle of Thorpe Hall (which had its Faculty 
Pew in the church until the demolition of the galleries), one- 
time Governor of Cadiz, who “ singed the King of Spain’s 
beard ”? when this spire was barely a century old. 

May I ask my brother architects the Empire over to send 
generous contributions to save this historic building to me, 
endorsed President O.L.C., c/o The R.I.B.A. ? 

Yours faithfully 
S. Puitures Dates [/.] 
President, Old Ludensian Club 


Notes 


LECTURES AT THE ROYAL ACADEMY EXHIBITION 
OF BRITISH ARCHITECTURE 1937 

The first lecture of the series on the various sections of the 
Exhibition of British Architecture at the Royal Academy 
was given in the Royal Academy Lecture Room on Wednesday, 
13 January, at 3 p.m. This lecture was an introductory 
survey of the exhibition by Sir Reginald Blomfield, R.A., 
Vice-Chairman of the Committee of the Exhibition. 
On Wednesday, 20 January, Mr. C. H. James [F.] lectured 
on “ The Small House.” 

Forthcoming lectures will be as follows: | Wednes- 
day, 27 January, 3 p.m., ‘The Retrospective Section,” 
E. J. Carter [A.] ; Wednesday, 3 February, 3 p.m., ‘* Muni- 
cipal Buildings,” Sir Edwin Cooper, A.R.A. [F.] ; Wednes- 
day, 10 February, 3 p.m., ‘ Churches,” E. Maufe [F.] ; 
Wednesday, 17 February, 3 p.m., ‘“‘ Commercial Buildings,” 
Professor A. E. Richardson, A.R.A. ‘Boal ie Wednesday, 
24 February, 3 p.m., “ Flats,’? S. D. Adshead [F.]. 

No extra charge is made to visitors for attending these 
fectures, which will be illustrated by lantern slides and will 
give useful explanations of the several sections of the Exhibition. 


ARCHITECTS’ CONFERENCES ON 
LIGHTING 1937 
A series of lectures has been organised by the Lighting 
Service Bureau of the Electric Light Manufacturers’ Associa- 
tion, to be held at 2 Savoy Hill, W.C.2. 
conferences will begin at 7 p.m. 


Each of these 


27 January 1937 

** Research and Progress in Lighting Problems,” by W. J. 
Jones, M.Sc., M.I.E.E. Discussion opened by 
Robertson [F.]. 


3 February 1937 


Howard 


** Recent Experiences in Lighting Practice.” Speakers : 
1, T. P. Bennett [F.] ; 2, R. H. Uren [A.] ; 3, Serge Cher- 
mayeff [F.] ; 4, R. O. Sutherland [4.]. 

10 February 1937 

** Regulations for the Installation of Electrical Services.” 
Speakers: C. F. Raphael, M.I.E.E. (Consulting Electrical 
Engineer) ; H. W. Swann, A.M.I.E.E. (Chief Electrical 
Inspector of Factories). Discussion opened by C. Lovett 


Gill [F.]. 
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17 February 1937 
** Lighting Plans for the 1937 Paris Exhibition.” Speaker : 
ghting 937 I 


H. H. Maisonneuve, of Paris. 
Jeffcott. 

A cold buffet will be available from 6 p.m. before each 
conference. For particulars apply E.L.M.A. Lighting Service 
Bureau, 2 Savoy Hill, W.C.2. 


THE R.I.B.A. NEW BUILDING FUND 
List OF CONTRIBUTIONS RECEIVED OR PROMISED 
Brought forward ws oo Braarg 1 6 
Messrs. Gordon Jeeves (S. Gordon Jeeves 
[F.] and C. G. W. Eve [A.]) (in addition to 
the amount of £105 previously promised 


Discussion opened by Ian 


and now paid) es pis ‘2 sy 52 10 O 
Irving K. Pond [Hon. Corr. Mem.] .. a7 10 0 O 
M. Tun Sein [A.] - i 3 o 6 oO 

In addition, the following Allied Societies 

have made the following further contribu- 

tions under the arrangement whereby for 

a limited number of years a percentage of 

the annual contributions paid by the 

R.I.B.A. to the societies in respect of the 

R.I.B.A. members thereof will be credited 

to the Fund* :— 

Berks, Bucks and Oxon Architectural Associa- 

tion .. aS < ba - s 012 7 
Birmingham and Five Counties Architectural 

Association .. e 3 - 24.17 O 
Inverness Architectural Association ri @ 5 
Wessex Society of Architects. . ws 18 13 1 


Total received and promised to 
1g January 1937 £14,523 6 7 
*The Building Fund is credited with an agreed percentage 

in respect of the subscriptions paid by London members. 

The total thus credited amounts to £866 15s. 6d. 


PRESENT-DAY BUILDING IN EUROPE 
LECTURES AT THE ARCHITECTURAL ASSOCIATION 

Five non-technical lectures on * Present-day Building in Europe * 
have been arranged by the Council of the Architectural Association 
on Friday evenings at 8 p.m., in the Association’s Library, 34-36 
Bedford Square, W.C.1. The first lecture took place on 15 January, 
and the rest are as follows : 

January 29th. “ Germany, Austria and Central Europe.” F. R. 
Yerbury, Hon. A.R.I.B.A. 
February 12th. ** Holland.” F. R. Yerbury, Hon. A.R.I.B.A. 
” 26th. ‘Scandinavia.’ Eric Jarrett, A.R.I.B.A. 
March eth. “U.S.S.R.” Berthold Lubetkin. 

Admission will be free to all the lectures, which will be illustrated 
by lantern slides. ‘Tickets may be obtained on application to the 
Secretary, The Architectural Association (Inc.), 34-36 Bedford 
Square, W.C.1. 


LECTURES ON BRITISH ARCHITECTURE 
WirH SpectiAL REFERENCE TO THE EXHIBITION AT BURLINGTON 
Houst 
Mr. Eric Jarrett [A.] is giving five lectures at Kingsway Hall, 
Kingsway, W.C.2, on Mondays at 6 p.m., beginning 18 January 
1937. ‘The remaining lectures are as follows : 
February ist. 2.—Ecclesiastical Architecture. Monuments. 
8th. 3.—Civic Buildings. Schools. Colleges. Hospitals. 
Institutions. 
15th. 4.—Public Buildings. Commercial Buildings. 
Banks. Offices. Hotels. Theatres. 


22nd. 5.—Domestic Buildings. Houses. Flats. Gardens. 
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Admission to Single Lectures, 1s. 6d. Tickets may be obtained 
from the Accountant, University of London, W.C.1, or at the Hall 
on the occasion of each lecture. 


THE TITE PRIZE AND THE SOANE MEDALLION. 
1937 
PRELIMINARY COMPETITIONS 


The attention of intending competitors is called to the fact 
that the Preliminary Competitions for the Tite Prize and the 
Soane Medallion will be held in London and at centres in 
the provinces on Thursday, 4 March, and Friday, 5 March 
1937, respectively. 

Forms of application for admission to the Preliminary 
Competitions may be obtained at the R.I.B.A., 66 Portland 
Place, London, W.1. The closing date for the submission of 
forms of application is Thursday, 4 February 1937. 

TRAFFIC ROUNDABOUTS COMPETITION 

The jury appointed to consider the designs submitted jn 
the R.I.B.A. competition between students of recognised 
schools of architecture for the design of traffic roundabouts 
with converging roads, including the treatment of street 
furniture, signs, lighting, etc., have made the following 
awards :— 

Subject No. 1.—A right-angle crossing formed by the inter- 
section of two principal roads of equal traffic importance. 

Design placed first : 

of Art). 

Design placed second: J. N. Pollock (Edinburgh College 

of Art). 

Design placed third: R. A. Furlong (Welsh School of 

Architecture, the Technical College, Cardiff). 

Subject No. 2.—A five-way crossing. 


A. M. Graham (Edinburgh College 


The jury consider that the standard of the designs sub- 
mitted does not justify any award. 

Subject No. 3.—A crossing in which a major road is inter- 
sected at right angles by a minor road. 

The designs submitted by the following two competitors 
tied for the first place :— 

G. A. Lyall (Edinburgh College of Art). 

R. Thompson (Leeds School of Architecture). 

Subject No. 4.—A crossing formed by the intersection of a 
circumferential boulevard and a principal radial road. 

Design placed first: G. A. Lyall (Edinburgh College ot 

Art). 

The jury appointed to adjudicate upon the designs sub- 
mitted was as follows : 

Professor Patrick Abercrombie, M.A. 

Mr. Christian Barman. 

Professor L. B. Budden, M.A. 

Major F. C. Cook, D.S.O., M.C., 

Mr. G. L. Pepler. 

Mr. Stephen Welsh, M.A. 

The winning design will be published in the next JOURNAL. 


A.J. SUPPLEMENTS 
The Victoria and Albert Museum is anxious to replace 
Supplements 319, 320, 321 of the Architects’ Journal (27 Febru- 
ary 1936). If any member who has these supplements 
would care to pass them on, will he please write to the 
Librarian Editor at the R.I.B.A. ? 


M.Inst.C.E. 
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Obituaries 


H. D. SEARLES-WOOD [Ff.] 

We regret to record the death on 22 December of Mr. 
Herbert Duncan Searles-Wood, at the age of 83. 

He was the third son of Mr. William Appleton, of Benfleet 
Hall, Sutton, but in 1890 he married Bessie, adopted daughter 
of Mr. Searles V. Wood, under whose will he took the name 
of Searles- Wood. 

He joined the Architectural Association in 1870, becoming 
President in 1888. He also attended the Royal Academy 
schools and was articled to Henry Jarvis & Son. 

In 1882 he became an Associate and two years later began 
his long term of service on innumerable Institute committees 
which only ended the year he died. The list of committees 
on which he sat and the positions which he held is an imposing 
one. He was Vice-President 1921-23, and an ordinary 
member of Council 1913-14, 1915-20, 1925-31. He was 
a member of the Board of Examiners from 1886 to 1904 
and vice-chairman from 1904 to 1910 and acted as an 
examiner until 1928. He was also a member of the Board of 
Architectural Education from 1922-25. He also served for 
long periods on the London Building Acts Committee ; the 
Finance and House Committee ; the Prizes and Studentships 
Committee ; the Joint Standing Committee on Reinforced 
Concrete (of which he was honorary secretary) ; the Con- 
ditions of Contract Conference Committee, 1914-29; and 
the Practice Standing Committee, of which he was chair- 
man, 1911-13. 

On the Science Standing Committee he served almost 
continuously, with only the gap in service decreed by the 
bye-laws, from 1888 until 1936. He was honorary secretary 
from 1892 to 1908 ; vice-chairman from 1908-10, and chair- 
man from 1927-28. 

Mr. Searles-Wood’s two chief interests which stand out 
from his many activities were architectural education and 
soundness of craftsmanship and the scientific use of materials. 
He gave an enormous amount of thought and study to them, 
so that his services were continually in demand. 

For many years he was one of the leading figures at the 
A.A. and did much to bring it to its present important position. 
And the L.C.C. Building School at Brixton grew under his 
guidance into a position of great influence and importance 
in the advanced study of building. 

A full list of his wide interests is given in the full obituary 
notice which appears in The Builder for 1 January. It covers 
an extremely wide field. He represented the R.I.B.A. on the 
British Standards Institution; the British Waterworks 
Association ; the Empire Forestry Association ; the Imperial 
Institute Advisory Committee on Timber; the London 
Council for the National Registration of Plumbers; the 
Royal Sanitary Institute (of which he was chairman 1908-10) 
and many other bodies, conferences and deputations. 

There can have been few members in the whole history 
of the R.I.B.A. who have given their services so generously 
to the public cause. 


> 


P. M. JOHNSTON [F.]} 
We regret to record the death on 17 December of Mr. 
Philip Mainwaring Johnston, F.S.A. [F.], aged 71. He was 
c 


architect to Chichester Cathedral and the Stratford-on-Avon 
Preservation Trust. 

The following memoir appeared in The Times : 

The seventh son of Mr. J. B. Johnston, secretary of the 
Royal Insurance Company, he was educated at King’s College 
School. After studying drawing and painting under the late 
Professor Delamotte, he was articled to the late Mr. John 
Belcher, R.A. He began practice in London in 1886, and 
was busy for many years in building new and restoring old 
churches, chiefly in the Home Counties ; he also restored a 
number of old houses and built some new ones, as well as 
model cottages. He designed 24 War memorials. For the 
late Duke of Norfolk he did research work on the site of 
Tortington Priory, Sussex, and for the Leathersellers’ Company 
on the site of St. Helen’s Nunnery, Bishopsgate. 

Mr. Johnston was interested in the preservation of ancient 
wall paintings. In 1927, when a painting behind a modern 
wall covering was discovered in a house at Carfax, Oxford, 
he was sent by the Victoria and Albert Museum to give expert 
advice. He said the painting dated from about 1550, and this 
was confirmed later by other experts. ‘ He took an interest 
in the work of restoring the whole room, now known as the 
Painted Room, and was responsible for cleaning the painting. 
In 1933 he was called in to inspect the ceiling of the Chapel 
of Jesus College, Oxford, for which the present oak ceiling 
was substituted. 

Mr. Johnston was a vice-president of the British Archaeo- 
logical Association and the Surrey Archeological Society, and 
an advisory expert to the Surrey County Council. He compiled 
a schedule of the antiquities of Surrey, contributed articles to 
the Victoria histories of Surrey and Sussex, and wrote many 
papers for the journals of various societies. He married in 1902 
Florence Anna, daughter of Dr. F. R. Wynne, Bishop of 
Killaloe, and had one daughter, who is a well-known actress as 
Miss Thea Holme. 


A few weeks before his death we received from Mr. Johnston 
a short article of reminiscences, which we hope to publish in the 
Journat shortly. 


f. H. LIGHBODY [Z.] 


Mr. Thomas Lighbody died on 11 December from injuries 
received while he was inspecting a well, into which he fell. He 
was born in 1885 and was articled to the Borough Surveyor at 
Hemel Hempstead from 1go1-3, and worked all his life with local 
authorities, first at Hemel Hempstead, then with the Hampstead 
Metropolitan Borough, the Buckinghamshire County Council, the 
Wealdstone U.D.C., and lastly again at Hemel Hempstead R.D.C. 
He was responsible during his career for nineteen housing schemes. 
involving an outlay of £115,000. 


T. H. NUNN [L.| 


Mr. Thomas Henry Nunn, who died on 1 November 1936, was 
trained at the L.C.C. School of Building, Brixton, and from 1920 
to 1928 worked at the Barclay, Perkins Brewery Works Department, 
when he became assistant to Mr. Cecil Masey [F.]. For three 
years he was instructor to the L.C.C. School of Building, Brixton. 


His main interests were photography, music and travel. He 
was a member of several operatic societies and for ten years was a 
member of the choir of St. George’s Garrison Church. He was 
also a member of the Church Council of St. Michael’s, East Wickham, 
where he was known by a large circle of friends. 
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Membership Lists 


APPLICATIONS FOR MEMBERSHIP 
ELECTION : 11 JANUARY 1937 
In accordance with the terms of Bye-laws 10 and 11, the following 
candidates for membership were elected at the Council Meeting 
held on Monday, 11 January 1937. 


\S FELLOWS (4 
JAMES : JOHN CHARLES FREDERICK [A. 1925]. 
Stoot : LAMBert Louis THEoporeE [A. 1926]. 
And the following Licentiates who have passed the qualifying 
examination : 
LEECH : JOHN. 


PintMAN : STAVERS Hesse, Brighton. 
AS ASSOCIATES (27 
ALBERT : GEORGE GERALD [Passed five years’ course at the 


Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination]. 
East London, S. Africa. 


3AILEY : Harry [Passed five years’ course at the Leeds School 
of Architecture. Exempted from Final Examination], Bingley, 
Yorks. 


Bett : Witt1AM GeorGE Cooper | Passed five years’ course at the 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examina- 
tion}. 

Brown : Eric, Dip.Arch.(Leeds) [Passed five years’ course at the 
Leeds School of Architecture. Exempted from Final Examina- 
tion], Dewsbury, Yorkshire. 

FRANCIS: REGINALD HENRY [Passed five years’ course at the 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination]. 

HARGRAVE : JOHN HARRISON OsporNne [Special Final Examination], 
South Perth, Western Australia. 

Hopct 
the Sydney Technical College and elected Associate member 
of the Royal Australian Institute of Architects], Sydney, 
New South Wales. 

JEFFRIES: PHitip WATERMAN [Passed five years’ course at the 
Birmingham School of Architecture. Exempted from Final 
Examination], Walsall. 

Jewitt : STEPHEN Paut, B.A.(Arch.) (London) [Passed five years’ 
course at the Bartlett School of Architecture, University of 
London. Exempted from Final Examination]. 

Jones : JoHN Curuperr [Passed five years’ course at the Archi- 
tectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination]. 

Lomas : JAMES Puiiipps [Passed five years’ course at the Liverpool 
School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. Exempted 
from Final Examination], Onchan, I.o.M. 

Lunc: Li Hry, B.Arch.(L’pool) [Passed five years’ course at the 
Liverpool School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. 
Exempted from Final Examination], Hong Kong. 

Mattows : Epwarp WiLFrip Nassau [Passed five years’ course 
at the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final 
Examination]. 


Morr: BerKeLtEy Lownpes [Passed five years’ course at the 


Liverpool School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. 


Exempted from Final Examination], Cemaes Bay, Isle of 


Anglesey. 

SHERIDAN-SHEDDEN : JOHN RONALD [Passed five years’ course at 
the Welsh School of Architecture, The Technical College, 
Cardiff. Exempted from Final Examination], Cardiff. 

SMITH : JOSEPH Epwin [Final], Harrogate. 

SMYTH : JOHN CAVENDISH [Passed five years’ course at the Bartlett 
School of Architecture, University of London. +Exempted from 
Final Examination], Paignton, S. Devon. 

SPENCER : ALFRED LLoyp [Final]. 

SwEET : WALLACE Gorpon [Passed five years’ joint course at the 
Welsh School of Architecture, The Technical College, Cardiff, 
and the Architectural Association (London). Exempted from 
Final Examination]. 


Rosert Couns [Obtained Diploma in Architecture of 


THORN : Francis WILLIAM [Passed five years’ cours: 
School of Architecture. Exempted from Final | 
Rotherham. 

TOWNSEND : GEORGE Louis STEPHEN [Passed five ye: 
the Architectural Association. Exempted from Fi: 
tion]. 

[uckER : LEstrE JOHN [Passed five years’ course 
School of Architecture. 
Harrogate, Yorks. 

TURNER : SYDNEY [Final]. 

Warp : Francis Burpetr (Junr.) [Passed five years’ irse at the 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examinatio 

WEstwoop : NoRMAN CHARLES [Passed five years’ course at th 
Architectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination 

Witson : WILt1AM Grecory [Passed five years’ course at th 
Liverpool School of Architecture, University ot 
Exempted from Final Examination], Bridlington. 

WRIGHT: DerreEK SeEtsy, Dip.Arch.(Edin.) [Passed five years 
course at the School of Architecture, Edinburgh College oj 
Art. Exempted from Final Examination], Edinburgh, 


AS LICENTIATES (7) 
Coates : WELLS, B.A., B.Sc., Ph.D. 
FELTHAM : JOHN WILLIAM, Chelmsford. 
LESTER : PETER FRANK, Kordofan, Sudan. 
RuHopDEs : HERBERT, Manchester. 
TATTERSFIELD : LEONARD, West Wickham, Kent. 
WALKER : ALBERT Hitron, Manchester. 
Wutre : Cyrit GEORGE. 


APPLICATIONS FOR MEMBERSHIP 
ELECTION : 9 FEBRUARY 1937 

In accordance with the terms of Bye-laws 10 and 11, an electior 
of candidates for membership will take place at the Council Meeting 
to be held on Tuesday, 9 February 1937. The names and addresses 
of the candidates, with the names of their proposers, found by 
the Council to be eligible and qualified in accordance with the 
Charter and Bye-laws are herewith published for the information 
of members. Notice of any objection or any other communication 
respecting them must be sent to the Secretary R.I.B.A. not later 
than Tuesday, 2 February 1937. 
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AS FELLOWS (4 
Hatt: Freperick GreorGe AtrreD [A4. 1929], 37 King William 
Street, E.C.4; 42 Courtenay Road, Worcester Park, Surrey 
Proposed by S. D. Meadows, A. Foster and H. F. Murrell. 
KauLa : WituiaM [A. 1909], 22 Southampton Street, Bloomsbury 
Square, W.C.1; 7 Harvard Court, Honeybourne Road, 
N.W.6. Proposed by Herbert W. Wills, Professor 5S. D. 
Adshead and Herbert A. Welch. : 
And the following Licentiate who has passed the qualifying Ex- 
amination : 
WILLIAMS : 
Municipal Offices, Singapore ; 
posed by Frank W. Brewer, Chas. F. 
Lloyd. a 
And the following Licentiate who is qualified under the provisions 
of Section IV, Clause 4 (cii), of the Supplemental Charter of 1925 *- 
Harvey: JoHn Henry, 128 Powlett Street, East Melbourne, 
Victoria, Australia. Proposed by Charles E. Serpell, F. L 
Klingender and Percy A. Oakley. 


AS ASSOCIATES (26) 

ABERDEEN : Davip W1L.1aM [Passed five years’ course at the Bartlett 
School of Architecture, University of London. Exempted from 
Final Examination], 46 Elm Park Road, Winchmore Hill, 
N.21. Proposed by L. Stuart Stanley, H. O. Corfiato ane 
Matthew J. Dawson, 


LEONARD LANGDON, Singapore Improvement Trust, 
Pula Ubin, Singapore. Pro- 
Ward and T. Alwyn 
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Arten: Epcar [Final], 246 Church Road, St. Annes, Lancs. 
Proposed by D. Wynne Thomas, Joseph Addison and J. C. 
Robin 

AypersoN: Miss Eprro Mary Cuarvorra [Passed five years’ 
course at the Architectural Association. Exempted from Final 
Examination], 28 St. Gabriel’s Road, Cricklewood, N.W.2. 
Proposed by Howard Robertson, C. S. White and H. Austen 
Hall. 

Barry : Miss ParrictA ExizaBeTH [Completed the Degree Course 
in Architecture at the University of Cape Town, qualifying 
for exemption from the R.I.B.A. Final Examination], 
“Helaba,’ Sunny Cove, Fish Hoek, C.P. Proposed by 
F. K. Kendall, H. J. Brownlee and James Morris. 

BRIDGMAN ; OLAF Appison Hewirt [Completed the Degree Diploma 
Course in Architecture at the University of Cape Town], 
West Bank, Oudtshoorn. Proposed by H. J. Brownlee, 
F, K. Kendall and John Perry. 

CuaLus : Henry EMANUEL [Passed five years’ course at the Liverpool 
School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. Exempted 
from Final Examination], 12 Anderson Street, S.W.3.  Pro- 
posed by Professor Lionel B. Budden, F. X. Velarde and 
Edward R. F. Cole. 

ConneLL : AMyas DouGias [Awarded Rome Scholarship in Archi- 
tecture in 1926. Exempted from Final Examination], 4 
Frognal Gardens, Hampstead. Proposed by Professor A. E. 


Richardson, C. Lovett Gill and H. S. Goodhart-Rendel. 


Dean: Jesse [Passed five years’ course at the Leeds School of 


Architecture. Exempted from Final Examination], Clough 
House, Liversedge, Yorks. Proposed by F. L. Charlton, 
Eric Morley and W. Illingworth. 

ve Smipt: ReGinALD Ernest [Special Final Examination], 
* Bramber,” St. John’s Road, Sea Point, Cape Town, South 
Africa. Proposed by James Morris, John Perry and H. J. 
Brownlee. 

DryspDALE : Miss AGNes Mary [Passed five years’ course at the 
School of Architecture, Edinburgh College of Art. Exempted 
from Final Examination], Hethersett, Crieff, Perthshire, 
Scotland. Proposed by John Begg, G. Grey Wornum and 
A. H. Moberly. 

Kinch: Rosert Brian [Passed five years’ course at the School 
of Architecture, University College, Auckland, New Zealand. 
Exempted from Final Examination], Mill Road, Whangarei, 
New Zealand. Proposed by C. Reginald Ford, W. Gray 
Young and E. W. G. Coleridge. 

FirtH: Francis Dicspy [Passed five years’ course at the Leeds 
School of Architecture. Exempted from Final Examination], 
347 Otley Road, Leeds, 6. Proposed by Joseph Addison, 
lr. Butler Wilson and Clifford Hickson. 

FRASER : CoLin CAMPBELL [Passed five years’ course at the School 
of Architecture, Edinburgh College of Art. Exempted from 
Final Examination], 24 Woodmill Road, Dunfermline. Pro- 
posed by James Macgregor, John Begg and F. C. Mears. 

HARRISON : JOHN WILLIAM OssBorn [Passed five years’ course at 
the Birmingham School of Architecture. Exempted from Final 
Examination], Shottle, Somerville Road, Sutton Coldfield. 
Proposed by George Drysdale, H. Cherrington and S. J. 
Stainton. 

Ker. : FREDERICK Compton [Passed five years’ course at the Archi- 
tectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 
207 Castelnau, Barnes, S.W.13. Proposed by W. Harding 
rhompson, L. H. Bucknell and John Grey. 

Logie : Gorpon CHALMERS [Passed five years’ joint course at the 
Nottingham School of Architecture and the Architectural 
Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 4 Belsize 
Square, N.W.3. Proposed by Howard Robertson, L. H. 
Bucknell and F, W. C. Gregory. 

LYALL : GeorceE ALEXANDER [Passed five years’ course at the School 
of Architecture, Edinburgh College of Art. Exempted from 
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Final Examination], 5 Craigcrook Terrace, Blackhall, Edin- 
burgh. Proposed by John F. Matthew, James Macgregor 
and John Begg. 

MARVAN : Francis Harotp [Passed five years’ course at the 
Birmingham School of Architecture. Exempted from Final 
Examination], 46 Harborne Road, Warley, Worcs. Proposed 
by George Drysdale, John B. Surman and William T. Benslyn. 

PILCHER : Donatp Ee [Passed five years’ course at the Architec- 
tural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 112 
Pullman Court, Streatham Hill, $.W.2. Proposed by G. A. 
Jellicoe, L. H. Bucknell and John Grey. 

PoLLock : Jackson Nispet [Passed five years’ course at the School 
of Architecture, Edinburgh College of Art. Exempted from 
Final Examination], Medwyn Bank, Gylemuir Road, Cor- 
storphine, Edinburgh, 12. Proposed by James Macgregor, 
A. Lorne Campbell and F. C. Mears. 

Ritey : James Epwin, Dip.Arch. [Passed five years’ course at the 
Liverpool School of Architecture, University of Liverpool. 
Exempted from Final Examination], 14 Priory Street, York, 
Proposed by Professor Lionel B. Budden, Edward R. F. Cole 
and Fred. T. Penty. 

SEWELL : Dorca Cuar es [Passed five years’ course at the Archi- 
tectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 
Green Arbor, Duton Hill, Dunmow, Essex. Proposed by 
J. H. Forshaw, J. A. Dempster and W. Sydney Trent. 

SmirH-CARINGTON: Miss Berry Murirt Ketway [Passed five 
years’ joint course at the R.W.A. School of Architecture, 
Bristol, and the School of Architecture, Victoria University, 
Manchester. Exempted from Final Examination], Selattyn 
Rectory, Oswestry, Salop. Proposed by Professor R. A. 
Cordingley, W. B. Edwards and G. D. Gordon Hake. 

TatLow : ALAN [Passed five years’ course at the Architectural 
Association. Exempted from Final Examination], Flat 8, 
35 Great Ormond Street, W.C.1. Proposed by Howard 
Robertson, John Grey and C. S. White. 

TuLLocH : JoHN GuTurie [Passed five years’ course at the School 
of Architecture, Edinburgh College of Art. Exempted from 
Final Examination], 11 Newark Way, Hendon, N.W.4.  Pro- 
posed by John Begg, James Macgregor and F. C. Mears. 

Wootton : Percy Denis [Passed five years’ course at the Archi- 
tectural Association. Exempted from Final Examination], 
28 Malbrook Road, Putney, S.W.15. Proposed by C. S. White, 
L. H. Bucknell and Howard Robertson. 


AS LICENTIATES (15 

Exuis : GopFREY NEWELL, Palace Court Chambers, Hinton Road, 
Bournemouth ; 3 Pavilion Court, Pavilion Road, Bournemouth. 
Proposed by A. J. Seal, Lt.-Col. R. F. Gutteridge and A. 
Leonard Roberts. 

Evans : RoBeErT HOLLAND, c/o Messrs. Heazell & Sons, Parliament 
Street, Nottingham ; The White Cottage, Cropwell Butler, 
Nottingham. Proposed by A. Ernest Heazell and the President 
and Hon. Secretary of the Nottingham, Derby and Lincoln 
Architectural Society under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (a). 

GreENwoop: Haroip, 5 Eaton Gate, S.W.1; ‘* Wakefield,” 
High Street, Pinner. Proposed by H. Duncan Hendry, 
W. Curtis Green and C. Cowles-Voysey. 

Hutzt : Wittiam Ewart GLapstone, 4 The Crossways, Wembley 
Park, Middlesex. Proposed by A. L. Abbott, George A. 
Lansdown and John Grey. 

Lucas: Corin Anperson, B.A.Cantab., 25 Grosvenor Place, 
S.W.1 ; 71 Winchester Court, Vicarage Gate, Kensington, 
W.8. Proposed by F. W. Troup, Stanley C. Ramsey and 
Henry M. Fletcher. 

MEEK : WILFRED Victor, Borough Engineer’s Department, South- 
ampton ; “‘ Homelands,” Romsey Road, Maybush, South- 
ampton. Applying for nomination by the Council under the 
provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 
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Nairn: JAMES Douctas, c/o Messrs. G. P. K. Young & Son. 
Perth ; ‘‘ Craigmore,” Philip Street, Carnoustie, Angus, 
Proposed by Chas. G. Soutar and the President and Secretary 
of the Dundee Institute of Architects under the provisions of 
Bye-law 3 (a). 

RAWLINSON : JAMES, c/o Bertram Drummond, Esq., F.S.I., 54 
Adelaide Street, Fleetwood ; ‘‘ Litthkehouse Wood,” 40 Highbury 
Avenue, Fleetwood. Proposed by the President and Secretary 
of the Blackpool and Fylde Architectural Society under the 
provisions of Bye-law 3 (a) and applying for nomination 
by the Council under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

SHERRINGTON : WILLIAM ARTHUR, 311 Oxford Street, W.1 ; “* St. 
Ronans,” 11 Crystal Palace Park Road, Sydenham, S.E.26. 
Proposed by Sydney Tatchell, Maxwell Ayrton and Chas. EF. 
Elcock. 

Suore : Captain BeErtRAM CHARLES GLossop, Alureds, Northiam, 
Sussex. Applying for nomination by the Council under the 
provisions of Bye-law 3 (d). 

Smeep : Harotp Ernest, c/o The County Architect, The Castle, 
Winchester ; Upper Greenhill Road, Winchester. Proposed 
by A. Leonard Roberts, Lt.-Col. R. F. Gutteridge and Harold S. 
Sawyer. 

SmirH: SypNEY PENN, 27 Friar Lane, Leicester ; “‘ Querens,” 
Groby Road, near Leicester. Proposed by Clement C. Ogden 
and the President and Hon. Secretary of the Leicester and 
Leicestershire Society of Architects under the provisions of 
Bye-law 3 (a). 

Taytor: WitiraAm Jackson, M.T.P.I., Town Planning Officer, 
Municipal Offices, Norwich ; “ Highfield,” Thunder Lane, 
Thorpe, Norwich. Proposed by Eric W. B. Scott and the 
President and Hon. Secretary of the Norfolk and Norwich 
Association of Architects under the provisions of Bye-law 3 (a). 

Wiriuiams: Ipwat_ E., Barclays Bank Chambers, Pwllheli : 
Glanislwyn, Criccieth. Proposed by A. Gilbert Scott and 
applying for nomination by the Council under the provisions 
of Bye-law 3 (d). 

WitiiaMs : JOEL, 3-4 Wardrobe Place, E.C.4 ; 52 Thurlow Park 
Road, West Dulwich, S.E.21. Proposed by Lionel U. Grace. 
Roland Welch and A. Y. Mayell. 


Notices 


SOCIAL COMMITTEE PARTY 
MONDAY, 8 FEBRUARY 1937 

The Social Committee of the R.I.B.A. are giving a party on 
8 February to which all members and students are invited. 
The programme for the evening will be contributed by the 
various social groups, and sounds very interesting. The 
approximate times of the various entertainments are as follows : 
8.30 p.m. to 1.0 a.m.—Camera Club Exhibition—the subject 

is “* Texture.” 

g.0 p.m.—A short comedy (‘‘ Happy Death, Ltd.,” by 
F, Sladen-Smith) by the Dramatic Society in the 
Jarvis Meeting Room. 

10.0 p.m. to 1.0 a.m.—A dance in the Henry Florence Hall 
arranged by the Dance Club. 

11.0 p.m.—A cabaret arranged by the Music Group. 

In order to facilitate the catering arrangements, members 
and students are particularly requested to notify the Secretary 
R.I.B.A., at 66 Portland Place, W.1, by Thursday, 4 
February, whether they require one or two single tickets. 
Only two single tickets can be allotted to any one member. 
Admission will be restricted to members and students who 
have previously applied for tickets, for which there will be no 








charge. 
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INFORMAL GENERAL MEETING : 


10 FLBRUARY 
1937 

The next Informal General Meeting will be held 
day, 10 February 1937, at 6.15 p.m. 

The meeting will be devoted to a discussion on “ The 
Architect in Relation to Science,” with particul: 
to the following questions :-— 

(1) How far can human requirements be analysed ? 

‘2) How far can scientific data dictate design ? 

(3) How should these considerations affect the architect’ 
attitude to design ? 

The discussion will be opened by Professor W. G. Holford, 
B.Arch.(Livpl.) [A.], and it is hoped that he will be followed 
by Mr. J. D. Bernal, M.A.(Cantab.), Lecturer in Structural 
Crystallography at the University of Cambridge. 

The chair at this meeting will be taken by Miss M. J, 
Blanco White [Student]. 

Tea will be served from 5.30 p.m. onwards. 

EXHIBITION OF PRIZE DRAWINGS 

The Annual Exhibition of Designs and Drawings sub- 
mitted for the Prizes and Studentships 1937 will remain open 
at the R.I.B.A. until Saturday, 30 January 1937. The 
Exhibition will be open daily (Sundays excepted), free to 
the public, between the hours of 10 a.m. and 8 p.m. (Saturdays 
10 a.m. and 5 p.m.). 


R.I.B.A. ANNUAL DINNER 
FRIDAY, 5 FEBRUARY 1937 
The Annual Dinner will take place on Friday, 5 February 
1937, at 7 for 7.30 p.m. in the R.I.B.A. Henry Florence 
Hall, 66 Portland Place, W.1. Full particulars were contained 
in the circular letter to members enclosed with the Journat 
for 21 November. 
A number of tickets are still available and will be allotted 
in order of application. 


REVISION OF THE R.1.B.A. REGULATIONS GOVERN. 
ING THE PROMOTION AND CONDUCT OF 
ARCHITECTURAL COMPETITIONS 
The Council at their meeting on 11 January 1937 formally 
ratified their decision to add the following note to Clause 3 (« 
of the R.I.B.A. Regulations governing the Promotion and 
Conduct of Architectural Competitions :— 

** Nevertheless in the event of two or more architects 
being commissioned to prepare designs for the same 
project and the full scale fee of 1 per cent. on the esti- 
mated cost up to £50,000 and 3 per cent. on the re- 
mainder being paid to each of the architects so com- 
missioned, the project is not regarded as a competition 
contemplated by the R.I.B.A. Regulations.” 

The decision that the existing note after Clause 3 (c) should 
be numbered Clause 4 and the remaining clauses re-numbered 
accordingly was also ratified. 


REVISION OF THE CODE OF PROFESSIONAL 
PRACTICE 
The Council have approved the recommendation of the 
Competitions Committee and the Executive Committee to 
amend the note at the end of Clause 8 of the Code ot 
Professional Practice to conform to the amendment of the 
Competition Regulations as set out above. 

Clause 8 with the note as amended will read as follows — 
8. An Architect should not take any part in a compet 
tion as to which the preliminary warning of the Roya! 
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Instituie has been issued, and must not take any part 
jn a competition as to which the Council of the Royal 


Institute shall have declared by a Resolution published 
in the JouRNAL of the Royal Institute that Members 
must not take part because the Conditions are not in 
accordance with the published Regulations of the Royal 
Institute for Architectural Competitions, nor must he 
be associated in any way with the carrying out of a 
design selected as the result of a competition as to which 
the Council shall have declared by a Resolution pub- 
lished in the JOURNAL that Members must not take part. 

\rchitects asked to take part in a limited competition 
must at once notify the Secretary of the R.I.B.A. sub- 
mitting particulars of the competition. 

Note-—A formal invitation to two or more architects to 
prepare designs in competition for the same project is deemed 
a limited competition. In the event of two or more architects 
being commissioned to prepare designs for the same project 
and the full scale fee of 1 per cent. on the estimated cost up 
to £50,000 and 4 per cent. on the remainder being paid to 
each of the architects so commissioned, the project is not 
regarded as a competition contemplated by the R.I.B.A. 
Regulations for the Promotion and Conduct of Architectural 
Competitions. 


BRITISH ARCHITECTS’ CONFERENCE, 
LEEDS, 23-26 JUNE 1937 

The Annual Conference of the Royal Institute of 
British Architects and of its Allied and Associated Societies 
will take place at Leeds from 23 to 26 June 1937. 

The West Yorkshire Society of Architects have in hand the 
preparation of a most attractive programme and particulars 
will be issued in due course. 


PLACING OF SUB-CONTRACTS 
It is suggested that Architects might, in certain instances, hand a 
copy of the following Memorandum to their Clients prior to the signing 
of the Main Contract. 


MEMORANDUM 

The attention of Authorities and others concerned in the 
erection of public or other important buildings is called to 
the desirability of all sub-contracts for specialist works being 
placed by the principal Contractor at as early a date as 
possible after the signing of the Main Contract. 

If this procedure is adopted, the delays and consequent 
loss frequently experienced in building work can be largely 
obviated, as the principal Contractor is enabled to organise 
the work of the various sub-contractors so that one trade 
follows another in proper sequence, so avoiding loss of time. 

It is one of the duties of the Architect to obtain tenders 
for the work involved in these sub-contracts, and to instruct 
the principal Contractor therein—it is in the best interests 
of the Employer, and guarantees due regard being given to 
the three essentials of materials, workmanship and cost— 
failing this, the benefit of the Architect’s knowledge and 
experience is lost to the Employer. 

Careful discrimination is necessary in the selection of Sub- 
Contractors invited to tender, and those selected should be 
firms of equal standing and well skilled in the particular 
work ; cost is not the only factor to be considered. 

_ In public works, it is understood that sub-contracts placed 
in the ordinary way through the principal Contractor do not 
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come under the Ministry of Health regulations regarding 
advertising for tenders, etc. 


If, under special circumstances, the Employer wishes to 
depart from the usual custom, the Architect and the principal 
Contractor should be so informed before the Main Contract 
is signed, and their responsibility concerning any Sub-Contracts 
for which the Architect has not obtained tenders should be 
regularised. 


ASSOCIATES AND THE FELLOWSHIP 
Associates who are eligible and desirous of transferring to 
the Fellowship are reminded that if they wish to take advantage 
of the election to take place on 12 April 1937 they should 
send the necessary nomination forms to the Secretary R.I.B.A. 
not later than Saturday, 13 February 1937. 


LICENTIATES AND THE FELLOWSHIP 
The attention of Licentiates is called to the provisions of 
Section IV, Clause 4 (5) and (cii), of the Supplemental 
Charter of 1925. Licentiates who are eligible and desirous 
of transferring to the Fellowship can obtain full particulars 
on application to the Secretary R.I.B.A., stating the clause 
under which they propose to apply for nomination. 


CESSATION OF MEMBERSHIP 
Under the provisions of Bye-law 21 the following have 
ceased to be members of the Royal Institute :— 
As Licenttates 
Ernest Tyler Berry. 
George John Hagger. 
Ernest Wyatt Ralph. 


Competitions 


The Council and Competitions Committee wish .o remind 
members and members of Allied Societies that it is their 
duty to refuse to take part in competitions unless the conditions 
are in conformity with the R.I.B.A. Regulations for the Con- 
duct of Architectural Competitions and have been approved 
by the Institute. 

While, in the case of small limited private competitions, 
modifications of the R.I.B:A. Regulations may be approved, 
it is the duty of memhers who are asked to take part in a 
limited competition to notify the Secretary of the R.I.B.A. 
immediately, submitting particulars of the competition. 
This requirement now forms part of the Code of Professional 
Practice in which it is ruled that a formal invitation to two 
or more architects to prepare designs in competition for the 
same project is deemed a limited competition. 


ABERDEEN : LAY-OUT OF KINCORTH 
The Corporation of the City and Royal Burgh of Aberdeen 
invite architects to submit in competition designs for the layout 
of a part of Kincorth Estate, Aberdeen. 
Assessor: Dr. Thomas Adams, F.S.I., P.P.T.P.I. [F.]. 
Premiums: £500 and £350 to be divided between the 
authors of not more than three designs next in order of 
merit to be decided by the Assessor. 
Last day for submitting designs: 31 July 1937. 
Last day for questions : 31 March 1937. 
Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica- 
tion to Mr. G. S. Fraser, Town Clerk, Town House, Aberdeen. 
Deposit £1 1s. 
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BELFAST : NEW WATER OFFICES 


The Belfast City and District Water Commissioners are 
proposing to hold a competition for new Office Buildings and 
Mr. H. Austen Hall [F.] has been appointed to act as Assessor. 
Conditions are not yet available. 


BIRMINGHAM: NEW CENTRAL 
COLLEGE, ETC 

The Corporation of the City of Birmingham invite architects 
of British nationality and domiciled in the United Kingdom 
to submit in competition designs for a new Technical College, 
Commercial College and College of Art and Crafts 

Assessor: Mr. James R. Adamson [F.}. 

Premiums: £750, £500, £250. 

Last day for receiving designs : 12 March 1937 

Last day for questions: 19 October 1936. 

Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica- 
tion to Dr. P. D. Innes, C.B.E., Chief Education Officer, 
Margaret Street, Birmingham. 3. Deposit £2 2s. 


TECHNICAL 


DAWLISH: NEW COTTAGE HOSPITAL 
The Governors of the Dawlish Cottage Hospital invite 
architects of British nationality practising within 200 miles 
of Dawlish to submit in competition designs for a new Cottage 


Hospital. 
Assessor: Mr. Leslie T. Moore, M.C. [F.]. 
Premiums: £100, £75 and £50. 


Last day for sending in designs : 


28 April 1937. 
Last day for questions : 


6 February 1937. 

Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica- 
tion to the Hon. Secretary, Dawlish Cottage Hospital, Dawlish. 
Devon. Deposit, £1 1s. 


DUNDEE: COLLEGE OF ART 
The Dundee Institute of Art and Technology are to hold 
a competition for the Duncan of Jordanstone College of 
Art and Mr. J. R. Leathart [F.], has been appointed to act 
as Assessor. Conditions are not yet availabie. 


EDMONTON: NEW TOWN HALL BUILDINGS 


The Edmonton Urban District Council are proposing to 
hold a competition for new Town Hall Buildings, and Mr. E. 
Berry Webber [A.] has been appointed to act as Assessor . 
No conditions are available yet. 


GOSPORT: LIMITED COMPETITION FOR A NEW 
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

The Education Committee of the Borough of Gosport 
propose to invite architects resident or practising in Gosport 
and Portsmouth to submit in competition designs for a new 
Elementary School to be erected on a site between Elson Road 
and Rydal Road. 

Assessor : Mr. Geoffrey C. Wilson [F.]. 

Premiums : £100, £50, and £25. 

Conditions are not yet available. 
HACKNEY: RECONSTRUCTION OF 

BATHS 

The Hackney Borough Council are proposing to hold a 
competition for the reconstruction of the Central Baths, and 
Mr. Frederick J. Horth [F.] has been nominated to act as 
Assessor. Conditions are not yet available. 
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LEAMINGTON SPA: NEW POLICE AND FIRE 
BRIGADE HEADQUARTERS 


The Town Council of the Borough of Royal Leamington 
Spa invite architects in the area of the Birmingham and Five 
Counties Architectural Association to submit in competition 
designs for new Police and Fire Brigade Headquarters to be 
erected at a cost of approximately £50,000. 

Assessor: Mr. R. Norman Mackellar [F.]. 

Premiums: £150, £100 and £70. 

Last day for submitting designs : 5 March 1937 

Last day for questions : 11 December 1936. 


* NEWS CHRONICLE ” SCHOOLS -COMPETITION 
The News Chronicle invites architects to submit in com. 
petition designs for two types of schools. 
(a) A large Senior Mixed Elementary School for 480 
children, suitable for an Urban District. 
(6) A smaller Senior Mixed Elementary Schoo! for 160 
children in rural surroundings. 


Assessors: Mr. W. G. Newton, M.C. [F.]. 
Mr. G. E. Kendall, O.B.E. [F.]. 
Mr. E. B. O’Rorke [A.]. 
Premiums: Type (a), £500, £200 and £100 ; 
£300 and £100. 
Last day for submitting designs: 1 February 1937. 
Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica- 
tion to Schools Architectural Competition, News Chronicle, 
19-22 Bouverie Street, London, E.C.4. Deposit ros. 
SOUTH SHIELDS : ASSEMBLY HALL AND LIBRARY 
The South Shields Town Council propose to hold a com- 
petition for an Assembly Hall and Library to be erected on 
a site at the rear of the Town Hall. Mr. Arthur J. Hope [F\] 
has been appointed to act as Assessor. Conditions are not 
vet available. 


SYDNEY, N.S.W.: EXTENSION OF ST. ANDREW'S 
CATHEDRAL 

The following cablegram has been received from Mr. B. J. 
Waterhouse [F.], one of the Assessors in the above 
competition. 

** Please inform competitors closing date St. Andrew’s 
competition extended First June, Thirty-seven. Answers 
questions sent. Waterhouse.” 


Type (5), 


TENBY : PROPOSED PROMENADE, ETC., NORTH 


BEACH 
Information has now been received from the Town Clerk, 
Tenby, that the proposal to hold a competition for the above 
project has been abandoned. 


TROON : HOUSING LAYOUT AND DESIGN 

The Troon Town Council invite Chartered and/or Regis- 
tered architects in private practice in Scotland to submit, in 
competition, designs for the layout and design of 400 houses 
on Muirhead Housing Site. 

Assessor: Mr. Charles G. Soutar [F.], President of the 
Royal Incorporation of Architects in Scotland. 

Premiums: £150, £100 and £50. 

Last day for submitting designs : 1 February 1937. 

Last day for questions: 14 December 1936. 
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Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica- 
tion to the Joint Town Clerks, Council Chambers, Troon. 
Deposit £1 Is. 

WEYMOUTH: NEW BANDSTAND ENCLOSURE 

The Town Council of the Borough of Weymouth and 
Melcombe Regis invite architects to submit in competition 
designs for a new Bandstand Enclosure on the sea front. 

Assessor: Mr. H. S. Goodhart-Rendel [F.] 

Premiums: £150, £100 and £50 

Last day for submitting designs: 14 May 1937 

Last day for questions: 19 February 1937 

Conditions of the competition may be obtained on applica- 
tion to Mr. Percy Smallman, Town Clerk, Town Clerk’s 
Office, Weymouth. Deposit £1 1s. (Conditions have not 
vet been considered by the Competitions Committee). 


CARPET DESIGN COMPETITION 

The Furnishing Trades Organiser is promoting a com- 
petition for designs for five types of carpet with two 
prizes in each class of £5 and £2 10s. There is also a special 
prize of £2 10s. for the best design submitted by a student 
aged 18 or under. Students and past-students of recognised 
Schools of Art or Technology in the British Isles are eligible 
tocompete. Full conditions of the competition are published 
in the Furnishing Trades Organiser for January 1937. ‘There 
is no entrance fee, and designs have to be submitted not 
later than 31 March 1937. 

Other competitions which it is proposed to hold, and the 
conditions for which are not yet available, are as follows :— 


EXTENSIONS TO CHESTER ROYAL 
INFIRMARY 
Assessor: Mr. Arthur J. Hope [F.]. 
BRIGHTON : NEW COLLEGE OF ART 
\ssessor: Mr. Henry M. Fletcher [F.] 
FRIERN BARNET : NEW MUNICIPAL OFFICES 
Assessor: Mr. C. Cowles-Voysey [F.]. 
MACCLESFIELD: NEW NURSES HOME 
GENERAL INFIRMARY 
Assessor : Professor R. A. Cordingley [F.]. 
NEWQUAY : SEASIDE HALL AND THEATRE 
Assessor: Mr. C. Cowles-Voysey [F.]. 
CAMBRIDGE : NEW CREMATORIUM 
Mr. H. S. Goodhart-Rendel [F.]. 


CHESTER : 


FOR 


Assessor : 


COMPETITION RESULTS 
EAST BARNET : ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
1. Messrs. Sydney Dawe [F.] and P. G. J. Carter [A.] 
(Watford). 
HOLBORN : PUBLIC BATHS AND WASHHOUSES 
1. Mr. K. H. Wachter (London). 
2. Miss W. B. Acworth [Z.] and Mr. A. A. van Montagu | 4. | 
(London). 
3. Mr. A. H. Neave [A.] (London). 
Highly Commended: Messrs. Horth and Andrew [FF.] 
(Hull). 
Commended : 
London). 


Messrs. Mallows and Meadley [A4A.] 


Messrs. P. M. Powell and W. C. Kain 


[Student] (London). 
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Members’ Column 


Owing to limitation of space, notices in this column are restricted to changes 
of address, partnerships vacant or wanted, practices for sale or wanted. 
office accommodation, and appointments vacant. Members are reminded that 
a column in the Advertisement Section of the Journal is reserved for the 
advertisements of members seeking appointments in architects’ offices. No 
charge is made for such insertions and the privilege is confined to members 
who are definitely unemployed. 


NEW PARTNERSHIPS 

Messrs. LANCHESTER & LopGE are taking into partnership Mr. 
E. E. Davis [A.], who has been an assistant to the firm for the past 
nine years. The designation of the firm will, however, remain as 
hitherto—Messrs. Lanchester & Lodge. 

Mr. E. BranDER Musman, B.A. [F.], is taking into partnership 
his chief assistant, Mr. W. Norman Worrall [A4.], as from 1 January 
1937- The practice will be carried on under the title of Messrs. 
Musman & Worrall and will continue as before at 7 Carteret 
Street, Westminster, S.W.1. Telephone : Whitehall 8735 (2 lines). 

NEW OFFICE 

Mr. KENNETH A. H. Bayes [A.] and Mr. H. Lowpon Bisuop. 
P.A.S.I., M.R.San.I., of 6 Pownall Gardens, Hounslow, have opened 
an additional office at 44 Great Russell Street, London, W.C.1. 
Telephone : Museum 4307. Mr. Bayes will be in charge of the 
London office, where trade catalogues are required. 

CHANGES OF ADDRESS 

Mr. Georrrey T. Mu tuins [F.] has moved to 22 Buckingham 
Street, Adelphi, W.C.2. Telephone: Temple Bar 83309. 

Mr. Cecit A. SHarp [F.] has changed his professional address 
from Westminster to 51 Gildredge Road, Eastbourne, Sussex. 
Telephones: Eastbourne 2381, Littlehampton 234, Forest Hill 
(London) 1773. 

Mr. Epwarp A. Caniti [S.] has changed his 
12 Avonlea Drive, Burnage, Manchester. 

Mr. BrIANnT PouLterR [F.] has changed his London office address 
to 12 Stratford Place, W.1. Tel. No. : Mayfair 6126. 

Mr. T. J. Gruss [Z.] is moving on 26 January to 12 Elmwood 
Road, Chiswick, W.4. 

Mr. Denis EpmMunp HaArrincton [A.] has changed his office 
address to 22 Buckingham Street, Adelphi, W.C.2. Tel. No. : 
Temple Bar 8339. 

CONTINUATION OF PRACTICE 

Mr. Joun P. Grant, F.S.A. [F.], of Misiones, Argentina, late of 
3 Castle Street, Cardiff, has taken over the practice of the late 
H. F. Rea [A.] and will continue the practice from 10 High Street, 
Totnes. 


address to 


RETIREMENT FROM PRACTICE 
Mr. Georce Exxkincton, J.P. [F.], retired from practice on 
31 December 1936, after being associated for over sixty years with 
the firm of Geo. Elkington & Son, which will be carried on under 
the same name by the two remaining partners. 
SURVEYOR TO THE IMPERIAL COLLEGE OF SCIENCE 
Mr. Ernest W. SPILLER has been appointed Surveyor to the 
Imperial College of Science as from Lady Day 1937. 


MINUTES [V 


SESSION 1936-1937 

At the Fourth General Meeting of the Session 1936-1937, held 
on Monday, 11 January 1937, at 8 p.m. 

Mr. Percy E. Thomas, O.B.E., President, in the Chair. 

The meeting was attended by about 270 members and guests. 

The minutes of the Third General Meeting, held on 30 November 
1936, having been published in the JouRNAL, were taken as read, 
confirmed and signed as correct. 

The Hon. Secretary announced the decease of :— 

Philip Mainwaring Johnston, elected Fellow 1907. 
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Herbert Duncan Searles-Wood, elected Associate 1882, Fellow 
1886. Mr. Searles-Wood was a Vice-President from 1921 to 1923. 
and a member of the Council from 1913 to 1914, 1915 to 1920 and 
1925 to 1931. He was President of the Architectural Association 
in 1889-1890 and represented that body on the R.I.B.A. Council 
for that period. He rendered valuable service to the R.I.B.A. 
on many Boards and Committees and was Chairman of the Practice 
Standing Committee from 1911 to 1913, Honorary Secretary of 
the Science Standing Committee from 1892 to 1908, Vice-Chairman 
1908 to 1910, 1921 to 1922 and Chairman 1927 to 1928. 

Jonathan Simpson, elected Fellow 1906, transferred to Retired 
Fellowship 1932. 

William Lamb, elected Associate 1929. 

Robert Messenger, elected Associate 13895. 

Wilfred Benjamin Oxley, elected Associate 1912. 

[Thomas Leonard Roberts, elected Associate 1913. 

James Paxton, elected Associate 1892, transferred to Retired 
Associateship 1931. 

James William Stonhold, elected Associate 1887, transferred to 
Retired Associateship 1936. 

Thomas Henry Lighbody, transterred to Licentiateship 1925. 

Joseph Harry Lye, transferred to Licentiateship 1927. 

Frederick William Rhodes, transferred to Licentiateship 1927 

William Southall, elected Licentiate 1910, 
and it was resolved that the regrets of the Institute for their loss be 
entered on the Minutes and that a message of sympathy and con- 
dolence be conveyed to their relatives. 

The following members attending for the first time since then 
election were formally admitted by the President : 

Fellow 

H. Douglas Kidd. David Smitl 
Guy Aldis Gordon Pearsot 
Kenneth Dexter. Alfred J. Prior 
Joseph Fiszpan. H. F. Robinsor 
G. A. Fox. C. B. Shar; 
L. M. Griffiths. F. Stobart 
Gerard B. Mennell G. H. Stubbs 
Kenneth Nealon W. Wylton Todd 
C. A. Wells Neil J. T. Wilkinsor 
Tr. E. North. 
Licentiate 

Arthur R. A. Bla H. Hopson Hill 
F. E. Bromige. Eric N. Smallwood 
A. J. Brown. Harry W. Turk 


The President announced that the Council proposed to submit 
to His Majesty the King the name of Sir Raymond Unwin, Hon. 
msm [F.], as a fit rec ipient of the Royal Gold Medal for 1937- 

The Secretary having read the Deed of Award of Prizes and 
Studentships made by the Council under the Common Seal, the 
sealed envelopes bearing the mottoes of the successful competitors 
were opened and the names disclosed. 

Mr. H. Austen Hall [F.] read his review of the works submitted 
for the Prizes and Studentships, 1937, and illustrated it by lantert 
slides. 

On the motion of Mr. Martin A. Buckmaster, A.R.C.A., [Hon. A.]. 
seconded by Mr. R. S. Wood, a Principal Assistant Secretary of the 
Board of Education, a vote of thanks to Mr. Hall was passed by 
acclamation, and was briefly responded to 

The proceedings closed at 9.40 p.m 


Architects’ 


and Surveyors’ 
Approved Society 

ASSISTANTS’ ¢ 
HEALTH AND PENsIONS ACTS 


Architects’ Assistants are advised to apply for the prospectus 
of the Architects’ and Surveyors’ Approved Society, which 


\RCHITECTS’ INSURANCE FOR THE NATIONAL 


INSTITUTE 


OF BRITISH ARCHITECTS 23 faniary 1937 
may be obtained from the Secretary of the Societ 
ingham Gate, London, S.W.1. 

The Society deals with questions of insurability for the 
National Health and Pensions Acts (for England) under which 
in general, those employed at remuneration not exceeding 
£250 per annum are compulsorily insurable. 

In addition to the usual sickness, disablement, an: maternity 
benefits, the Society makes grants towards the cost of dental 
or optical treatment (including provision of spectacles) 

No membership fee is payable beyond the normal Health 
and Pensions Insurance contribution. 

The R.I.B.A. has representatives on the Committee of 
Management, and insured Assistants joining the Society can 
rely on prompt and sympathetic settlement of claims. — 


, 26 Buck. 


A.B.S. Insurance Department 


PENSION AND FAMILY PROVISION 
FOR ARCHITECTS 

This scheme has been formulated by the Insurance Com. 
mittee of the Architects’ Benevolent Soc’ety and is available 
to all members of the R.I.B.A. and its Allied and Associated 
Societies. 

The benefits under the scheme include : 

1) A Member’s Pension, which may be effected for units of 
£50 per annum, payable monthly and commencing on attain. 
ment of the anniversary of entry nearest to age 65. This 
pension is guaranteed over a minimum period of five yean 
and payable thereafter for the remainder of life. 

2) The Beneficiary’s Pension, payable as from the anni- 
versary mentioned in Benefit No. 1, but to the widow (or other 
nominated beneficiary) if the member dies before age 65. The 
amount of this pension is adjusted in accordance with the dis- 
parity between the ages of the member and his wife. 

3) Family Provision. Under this benefit a payment of £50 
yearly is made to the dependant from the date of death of 
the member prior to age 65 until attainment of the anniversary 
previously mentioned, after which benefit No. 2 becomes 
available. 

Provision can be made for any number of units (of £50 
per annum) up to a maximum of £500 per annum. 

Pension benefit only may be secured if desired and the 
pension commuted for a cash sum. 

Members are entitled to claim rebate of Income Tax on 
their periodical contributions to the scheme both in respect of 
pension and of family provision benefit. 

Full particulars of the scheme will be sent on application to 
the Secretary, A.B.S. Insurance Department, 66 Portland 
Place, W.1. 


SCHEME 


It is desired to point out that the opinions of writers of articles and 
letters which appear in the R.I.B.A. JouRNAL must be taken as the 
individual opinions of their authors and not as representative 
expressions of the Institute. 

Members sending remittances by postal order for subscriptions of 
Institute publications are warned of the necessity of complying with 
Post Office Regulations with regard to this method of payment 
Postal orders should be made payable to the Secretary R.1.B.A. 
and crossed. 


R.I.B.A. JOURNAL 
DaTEs OF PUBLICATION. — 1937. — 6, 20 February; 6, 
20 March; 10, 24 April; 8, 22 May: 5, 26 June; 17 July 
14 August; 11 September 6 October. 








